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THE LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 
CAPITAL - £2,000,000. 
RESERVE FUND - £180,000 
Foetiry GUARANTEES OF ALL KINDS. ADMINISTRATION AND Lunacy Bonps. 
Morreace, DenenturE, Licensz, AND ConTINGENCY INSURANCE. 


FULLY SUBSCRIBED PAID UP - £200,000. 











TRUSTEESHIPS FOR DEBENTURE-HOLDERS, &c. Sinxine Funp anp LEASEHOLD 
RepemptTion Poxicres. Forcep TransFreks GUARANTEE. 
HEAD OFFICE: 49, Chancery-lane, W.C. | CITY OFFICE: 56, Moorgate-street, E.C. 

IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 

xX In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 

THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C, 

Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 
LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 








ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS - = - + £ 4,100,000 
INCOME £500,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS (1902) nearly £ 2,000,000 
BUSINESS IN. FORCE - - £15,232,000 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


Wrrsovr Prorits. 





The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderace. 


Premium | Age | Premium | Age | Premium 


30 £1 16%, | 40 | #2 10%, 


| Age | 


| 20 | 178%, 











£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table,of Mortality. 


Duration 

Amount of Policy | 
Full information on application to 

THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





30 ym. | Wyre 
£1,724 £2,067 | 


“10 yrs. 
£1,199 








90 yrs. | 
£1,438 | 
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Current Topics. 


Berore Mr. Justice Watton, sitting on Wednesday last as 
Vacation Judge, a list of 17 motions, one petition, and 14 
applications to make absolute decrees nisi in divorce causes was 
disposed of. The court sat in King’s Bench Court 9. As it 
was the first of the Vacation Sittings not so much inconvenience 
was caused by the smallness of the court as will probably be 
the case should the sittings be continued there w. the list 
increases in length by adjourned motions being added to it, and 


when the attendance of persons interested necessarily becomes 
larger. 


A new set of County Court Rules, to be known as “The 
County Court Rules, 1903,” has been issued. They consolidate 
and amend the existing rules, which are cceniiol, They will 
come into force on the Ist of January, 1904, and will ly, 80 
far as may be practicable, to all p: ings taken in all actions 
and matters pending on that day. The official copy of the rules 
has been furnished with full tables shewing the ndence 
between the new rules and forms and those which they supplant, 
and indications are appended to each rule which shew what 
changes have been made. 








As a matier of consolidation the new rules will prove of 
great convenience. The existing rules are in the main those of 
1889, but there have been numerous sets of rules published 
since, and it was time for the whole set of regulations to be 
recast. The changes appear to be chiefly in the direction of 
assimilating the county court procedure to that of the High 
Court. Thus order 3 ( Parties), r. 9, reproduces R. 8. C., ord. 16, 
r. 94, which enables the court to approve a compromise in a 
trust matter in the absence of some of the parties interested ; 
order 23 (Judgments and Orders) reproduces several of the rules 
of R. 8. C., ord. 51, as to sales under the order of the court; 
order 24 (Accounts and Inquiries) has been largely supplemented 
by the inclusion of rules from R. 8. C., ord. 55; and have 
been made in order 38 (Equity matters) which have the effect 
4 requiring petitions to follow the forms adopted in the High 
urt. 
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ATTENTION may be directed to some important changes in the 
rules relating to costs (order 53). Rule 22, which repeats the 
existing prohibition against allowing unnecessary costs as against 
an opposite party, has appended to it a new proviso that ‘‘in 
particular, wnere a party employs a solicitor who does not reside 
or carry on business in or near the district of the court, no costs 
for locomotion or maintenance of such solicitor shall be allowed 
unless the court is satisfied that there was reasonable cause 
for employing such _ solicitor.” Rule 25 introduces 
the rule of London Scottish Benefit Society v. Chorley (13 
Q. B. D. 872) for the case where a solicitor acts on 
his own behalf and is allowed costs. He is to be entitled on 
taxation to the same costs as if he had employed a solicitor, 
except in respect of items which the fact of his acting directly 
renders unnecessary. And rule 26 enacts that where costs of 
counsel are not allowed, the solicitor’s costs may be allowed on 
the scale which would have been applicable had the solicitor 
appeared for his client without counsel. An express order of 
the judge is to be required for payment of costs out of an estate 
(rule 30). This and the next half-dozen rules as to costs are 
taken from R. S. C., ord. 65. 





‘‘ WHEN JOINT sTOCK companies were established, the great 
object was that the shares should be capable of being easily 
transferred.” So said the late Lord Biacksurn in Re Bahia and 
San Francisco Railway Co. (L. R. 3 Q. B., p. 595), and the 
learned judge proceeded to point out how the Legislature had 
endeavoured to attain this object by the requirements as to 
registration in the Companies Act, 1862. A considerable inroad 
would, however, have been made upon this principle had the 
decision of Lord Atverstonz, ©.J., in Lord Mayor of Sheffield v. 
Barclay (51 W. R. 204), been affirmed by the Court of Appeal, 
and had an innocent purchaser of shares who presents a forged 
transfer for registration been held liable to the company 
for any loss caused by the registration. But the Court 
of Appeal (Zimes, 12th inst.) have avoided this result 
by taking a distinction which does not seem to have been 
adverted to in the careful judgment of the Lord Chief Justice. 
Sheffield Corporation stock to the value of £8,500, which in 
1893 was standing in the names of two trustees, was in that 
year transferred to Messrs. Barctay & Co., by whom it was 
subsequently re-transferred. The former transfer was, as 
regards one of the trustees, a forgery, and on the forgery being 
discovered in 1901, the corporation had to restore the stock to 
the trust. Thereupon they claimed to be indemnified by Messrs. 
Barctay & Uo., and Lord Atverstone allowed the claim. He 
applied the principle stated in Ziplis v. Grane (5 Bing. N. 0. 
636) in the following words: *‘ Where an act has been done by 
the plaintiff under the express direction of the defendant, which 
occasions an injury to the rights of third persons, yet if such an 
act is not illegal in itself, but is done honestly and bond fide in 
compliance with the defendant’s directions, he shall be bound 
to indemnify the plaintiff against the consequences thereof.” 





At riest sight this principle fits the case neatly enough. 
Upon the registration of a transfer of shares or stock, it is the 
transferee at whose instigation the company alters the register, 
and if, in so doing, the rights of the true owner are prejudiced, 
it is not unnatural to allow the company to shift the liability to 
the transferee. This wasdone in the present case, when Lord 
AtverstosE allowed the claim of the corporation to indemnity 
as against Messrs. Barctay & Co. The application of the prin- 
ciple overlooks, however, the fact that the corporation or com- 
pany is not without duties in regard to the register. ‘It 
a — to me,” said Lryviey, J., in Simm v. Anglo-American 

elegraph Co. (5 Q. B. D., p. 195), “ that a duty is thrown 
upon the company to look to their own register, which 
involves, of course, the looking after the transfer of 
stock or shares standiog in the names of persons on the 
register; and that duty the company owe to those who come 
with transfers, and I do not see any corresponding or conflicting 
duty on the part of the person who brings the transfer, except, 
of course, that of bringing what he believes to be an honest 
document.” In the view of the Court of Appeal this circum- 
stance of there being a duty on the company in regard to the 


register makes all the difference when it is a question q 
claiming indemnity against an innocent transferee. “ It 

to me,” said Vauenan Wii1iams, L.J., “ perfectly clear that, 
distinction must be drawn between cases where a 

is made to someone who has no duty in the matter ing 
pendently of the request, and a case where the request is mad 
to one who has a duty in the matter independently of th 
request.” In the former case the person to whom the requestiy 
made, and who acts on it, is moved solely by the request, an 
if he is involved in liability, he is entitled to be indemnified 
In the latter case it is the request, indeed, which sets hima 
motion, but the substantial reason of his acting is that he has, 
duty to perform, and he cannot look for indemnity. When 
transfer is presented to a company for registration the entryiz 
the register is made in pursuance of a statutory duty, and the 
company are not entitled to rely on the principle enunciated i 
Zoplis v. Grane (supra). Moreover, they have means of verifying 
the authenticity of the transfer which the transferee does ng 
possess. Hence the transferee comes under no liability, ani 
when once the transfer has been registered, and a new certificaty 


issued, he is safe. 





THe pecision of the Court of Appeal in MeConnei v. Wriglt 
(51 W. R. 651) illustrates the Habilities in which directo 
may involve themselves, although no attempt is made t 
establish fraud against them. The defendant, Mr. Waurram 
Wricat, was a director both of the London and Globe Finang 
Corporation and of the Standard Exploration Co., and the 
action was brought by a shareholder in the latter companyin 
respect of misstatements which were alleged to be contained in 
the prospectus of the company, and of the omission of material 
contracts. Among the alleged misstatements was one that 
the company had acquired certain shares in the Londm 
and Globe Corporation. It appeared from the evidene 
that these shares had not been in fact acquired by the 
Standard Exploration Co. at the date of the issue of the prospec 
tus, though they were acquired shortly after. The position 
appears to have been that Mr. Waicur intended that they 
should be acquired, and this intention he subsequently carried 
out, although the London and Globe Corporation was, when the 
prospectus was issued, in no way bound. According to the 
judgment of the Master of the Rolls the transaction resulted in 
a very large profit to the Standard Co. Under these circum 
stances the defendant had brought himself within the provisions 
of the Directors’ Liability Act, 1890. Under that Act a director 
is liable to pay to shareholders compensation for any damage 
they have sustained by reason of an untrue statement ins 
prospectus, unless he had reasonable ground to believe that the 
statement was true. The Court of Appeal held that Mr 
Waicar had no ground for believing in the actual acquisition 
of the London and Globe shares by the Standard Co., although 
possibly in his own mind he looked upon them as being as good 
as acquired. But it was naturally argued on his behalf that under 
the circumstances the misstatement had caused no damage to the 
plaintiff. This, however, the Court of Appeal declined to admit. 
The Standard Co. had been wound up and its shares had become 
valueless, and though this might not be sufficient to conned 
the plaintiff's loss with the prospectus, yet, on the facts # 
existing at the time when the prospectus was issued, he 
had not got what he paid for. His subscription was intended 
to cover property which in fact had not been acquired by the 
company, and which, as matters then stood, there was a sub 
stantial risk of its not acquiring. The risk, app irently, was the 
measure in part of the plaintiff's loss, although under this head 
there was in the result no actual loss to the company. 





In tHE case of Giblan v. Labourers’ Unidn (Times, 12th inst.), 
‘in which judgment was given by the Court of Appeal last 
week, the decision of. Waifon, J., at the Cardiff Assizes was 
affirmed so far as regards liability for interference with the 
plaintiff’s freedom of action, but was reversed so far as regaré 
the liability of the defendant union for the «cts of their 
secretaries. The case is an application of the doctrine 
established by the House of Lords in Quinn v. Leathem (190, 





A. 0. 495). The decisions in the Mogul case (40 W. R. 387; 
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992, A. C. 25) and Allen v. Flood (46 W. R. 258; 1898, A.C. 1) 
jad seemed to establish that, provided there was no actual 
each of contract, interference with a workman in his employ- 
nent or with a merchant in his business was not actionable, 
gen though it might be malicious; that is, though done for 
the direct purpose of injuring the plaintiff, or of benefiting the 
defendant at the plaintiff's expense. For, in the absence of 
breach of contract, there was no interference with any existing 
ight, and malice by itself is not a cause of action, even though 
damage results. But while the Mogul case must still be accepted 
gs sanctioning acts done in the course of business competition, 

for the case of workmen, assistance against undue inter- 
ference with liberty of action is afforded by Quinn v. Leathem. 
That case, indeed, is not expressly confined to workmen, but, 
having regard to the Mogul case, it seems to be practically thus 
nstricted. The point is that a workman requires to be defended 
against the oppressive interference of his fellows with his liberty 
of entering such employment as he can obtain. ‘A man,” said 
lord MacnaGuTeN, “ may resist without much difficulty the 
wrongful act of an individual. He would probably have at 
least the moral support of his friends and neighbours, but it is 
avery different thing when one man has to defend himself 
sgainst many combined to do him wrong.” Hence a conspiracy 
to injure a man by preventing him from finding employment is 
actionable, apparently upun the ground that it is an interference 
with the civil right of every man to freedom in the disposal of 
hisown labour. And in this view it seems, as pointed out by 
Romer, L.J., in the present case, that a combination of several 
isnot necessary. ‘‘I should be sorry,” he said, “‘to leave this 
case without observing that in my opinion it was not essential, 
in order for the plaintiff to succeed, that he should establish 
acombination of two or more persons to do the acts complained 
of,” and he proceeded to observe that if one person was in a 

ition to interfere with the employment of another, and did so 
interfere, he might render himself liable to an action. In 
Giblan’s case the object of the interference was to punish the 
plaintiff for failure to pay sums due to the union, and the 
interference was an unlawful way of enforcing payment of a 
debt. And since it was done by the officers in the service of 
and for the benefit of the union, the union has been held by the 
Court of Appeal to be liable. 





WE UNDERSTAND that some time ago, in an action in the King’s 
Bench Division, in which the defence of a right of way by lost 
grant was relied upon, a summons was taken out for particulars 
of the date of and the parties to the deed, and that this was 
followed by another summons for leave to administer inter- 
rogatories for the purpose of obtaining these particulars. These 
applications were certainly enterprising, but they appear to be 
based upon a misconception of the nature of an easement by 
lost grant. The lost grant is admittedly a fiction. This 
fiction is still retained, for without it old rights, even 
those which have existed from time immemorial, might be 
put anend to. The reasoning is that the de facto enjoyment 
of the easement for a certain period ought to be protected, 
and that the easement should not be destroyed by shewing 
that it was not originally granted. In these circumstances the 
jury are directed that from the mere fact of adverse possession 
they ought to presume that it originated lawfully, and therefore 
by the grant. The application for particulars is in this view 
irrelevant, for the jury may properly find in favour of the lost 
grant though they have not the faintest belief that such a grant 
ever existed. 








They talk, says the Daily News, of the displacement of the cab and the 
cabman by the automobile and the chauffeur; but is the country 
Prepared to part with a class of men whose peculiar turn of humour 
supplies us with half the good stories that appear? The following 

es us from Mr. Algernon Ashton. An eminent lawyer stepped into 
&hansom, and directed the cabman to drive him to the Royal Courts of 
Justice, “ The Royal Courts of Justice?’’ the cabman said. ‘I don’t 
ow them.” ‘‘What!”’ the great man exclaimed. ‘‘ You don’t know 
the Royal Courts of Justice?’’ ‘No.”’ “What! not the Law Courts?” 

h, the Law Courts! I know the Law Courts.” And Mr. Ashton 
comments: ‘‘Whether the legal luminary was quick-witted enough to 


Perceive the cabman’s withering irony is not recorded.’ 


Collateral Stipulations in Mortgages. 


WE commented on the decision of the House of Lords in Bradley 
vy. Carritt at the time when it was given (ante, p. 510), but it is 
worth while to recur to the matter now that the full report of the 
judgments delivered is available (51 W. R. 636 ; 1903, A. C. 253), 
The interest of the decision lies in the fact that it extends the 
doctrine which prohibits the “clogging” of the equity of 
redemption to the case where the clog imposes no direct burden 
upon the mortgaged property, but only imposes upon the 
mortgagor personally a burden which will in effect prevent his 
full enjoyment of the property after it has been redeemed. In 
favour of this extension were Lords Maocnacuren, Davey, and 
Rosertson ; against it were Lords SHanp and Linpiey. 

The course of recent decisions on the question of the profit 
for which a mortgagee can validly stipulate is easily stated. 
Biggs v. Hoddinott (47 W. R. 84; 1898, 2 Ch. 307) disposed of 
the notion that the mortgagee was forbidden to take anything 
beyond interest on his money, and in that case a covenant in a 
mortgage of a public-house, tying the house to the brewer- 
mortgagees during the continuance of the security, was held to 
be valid. Subsequently came Rice v. Noakes (in the Oourt of 
Appeal, 48 W. R. 629; 1900, 2 Ch. 445; in the House of Lords, 
50 W. R. 305; 1902, A. C. 24). Here the tying covenant, 
which purported to run with the poy. had been 
extended to the whole of the residue of the term for which 
the mortgaged public-house was held, and was not restricted 
to the continuance of the security. In respect of this exten- 
sion it was held to be void; in other words, upon exer- 
cising his right of redemption the mortgagor was entitled 
to get the premises back free from the covenant. The = 
was put by Ricsy, L.J., in words which have frequently 
quoted: ‘‘The property which comes back to the mortgagor 
must not be worse than it was when it was mortgaged, and 
the mortgagee must not, either expressly or by implication, 
reserve to himself any hold upon the property after the time for 
redemption has arrived and the right of redemption has been put 
in force.” 

The effect of Biggs v. Hoddinott and Rice v. Noakes is thus 
perfectly clear. The mortgagee may stipulate for a collateral 
advantage which forms a burden on the property, but it 
must be confined to the duration of the security. But 
between these decisions the matter had been very much 
obscured by the decision of the Court of Appeal in Santley 
v. Wilde (48 W. R. 90; 1899, 2 Ch. 474), where it was 
one of the terms of a mortgage of a leasehold theatre that the 
mortgagee should have a certain share of the profits of the 
theatre for the whole of the-residue of the term. Priméd facie 
this stipulation was a burden upon the property which was 
intended to continue after the right of redemption had been 
exercised, and, as Byrn, J , held, it made the property in effect 
irredeemable, and so was not binding. The Gourt of Appeal, 
however, held that the mortgage was a security both for the 
payment of the loan and interest and also for payment of the 
share of profits, and that the mortgagee was entitled to rely 
upon it for both purposes. Hence there was no clog upon the 
equity of redemption. 

With respect to this Lord Macnacuren in Bradley v. Carritt 
used the following words: “That seems to me to be a very 
far-reaching decision. It reduces the rule that a mort- 
gage cannot be made irredeemable to a dead letter. You have 
only to tack on some stipulation, such as men of business might 
well agree to if there were no mortgage, and the thing is done. 
In Noakes v. Rice the mortgagee suffered, it would seem, merely 
because his legal advisers had the misfortune to know a little 
law, and had not learned the secret of Saniley v. Wilde. They 
thought they could make the covenant on which they meant to 
rely run with the land. If they had not puzzled over a matter 
which is often one of some difficulty, if they had only inserted a 
covenant to the effect that the mortgagor and his i 
should get their beer from the mo and from no one 
else, so long as the lease lasted, and if the proviso for 
redemption had been so expressed as to cover that obli- 
gation, the mortgage, according to Santley v. Wilde, would 
| have been irredeemable, and the covenant open to no objection.” 
| Similarly Lord Davey, referring to the division of the security 
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into two parts, said: ‘‘ That seems to me to be a fallacious and 
wrong way of looking at the transaction. There was only one 
transaction which was a mortgage transaction, and the only 
eonsideration for the grant of two-thirds of the profits was the 
loan of the money. It appears to me that the claim to retain 
the security as a security for the share of profits was in fact 
imposing a fetter on the redemption on payment of principal, 
interest, and costs.”” It should be observed that in Bradley v. 
Carritt Lord Lixpizy declined to admit that Santley v. Wilde 
was wrongly decided. ‘‘ Santley v. Wilde,” he said, ‘was a 
difficult case, and it may have been wrongly decided, but I do 
not think it was.” But, with deference, it seems safe to suggest 
that the case is distinctly overruled, and that a mortgagee will 
not be allowed again.to retain, after repayment of the loan, any 
advantage which constitutes a direct fetter on the free use or 

i of the —— property. In the words of Riasy, 
L.J., it must come to him not worse than it was when it 
was mortgaged. 

But Bradley v. Carritt has carried the matter further than this. 
The stipulation there in question formed no direct burden on 
the mortgaged ae so 2 Shares in a tea company had been 
mortgaged with a stipulation by the mortgagor that the mort- 
gagee should always be employed as broker for the sale of the 
company’s teas. The mortgagor claimed to have this stipulation 
put an end to on redemption, and the House of Lords by a 
majority held that he was right. It was sufficient that the 
existence of the stipulation made it impossible for the mortgagor 
after neg 9am to deal as freely with the shares as if the 
stipulation did not exist. The fact that he would be bound to 
seek to control the company in order to insure the employment of 
the guondam mortgagee as broker would effectually hinder the free 
disposition of his shares. There was an indirect, though not a 
direct fetter upon them. ‘Can you impose,” said Lord 
MacnacurtEn, “ on the equity of redemption a fetter operating in- 
directly when you cannot, as it is admitted, impose a fetter which 
operates directly? My Lords, I should have thought that that 
question answered itself—you cannot do indirectly that which you 
must not do directly.” ‘The appellant,” said Lord Davey, 
“ could not part with or otherwise Neal with his shares without 
losing the influence in the company’s counsels which might enable 
him to secure the performance of the first part of the agreement, 
or running a serious risk of liability under the second part ”—that 
is, the stipulation to pay the mortgagee his broker’s commission 
if in fact he was not employed by the company. The decision 
cannot be taken as preciuding further discussion of the nature 
of stipulations which form a clog on the equity of redemption, 
but it shows that it will be very difficult to evade this equitable 
doctrine in cases where the stipulation in any way prejudices 
the full and free enjoyment of the property formerly in mort- 
gage. 








Reviews. 
Coronation of King Edward VII. 


THe Court or CLAms, Cases, AND EVIDENCE, CONTAINING A FULL 
REPORT OF ALL THE CASES ARGUED BEFORE THE COURT, WITH THE 
PETITIONS AND JUDGMENTS; ALSO AN INTRODUCTORY CHAPTER ON 
THE CoukT or CLAIMS, A CHAPTER ON EVIDENCE AND PROCEDURE, 
A CoMPLETE TABULAR LisT oF ALL THE CLAIMS EXISTING ON THE 
CORONATION ROLLs, A CHAPTER ON THE LoRnD GREAT CHAMBER- 
LAIN CASE BEeroreE THE COMMITTEE FOR PRIVILEGES OF THE 
Hovse or Lonps, any OTHER Martrers. By G. Woops 
Wo..aston, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. Harrison & Sons. 


We have here in a convenient form full reports of the claims made 
before the court of claims, in which the several petitions and judgments 
are set forth. The judgments are almost invariably extremely short, 
but thearguments are sometimes lengthy. The most generally interest- 
ing part of the book is the introduction, which gives the history of 
the court of claims from the date of the coronation of Richard II. to 

. the t time. It was eriginally the court of the lord high 
‘steward, and after that office merged in the Crown, on the accession 
of Henry IV., a high steward was appointed for each coronation ; but 
at the coronation of Henry VIII. commissioners were appointed to 
hear claims, this being, as Mr. Wollaston points out, the prototype of 
the present court of claims, and commissioners have been appointed 
before each subsequent coronation. 





Compensation. 












A COMPENDIUM OF COMPENSATION CASES, CONTAINING A Suny 
OF ALL CASES REPORTED IN THE “ EsTATES GAZETTE” Brg 
THE IsT OF JANUARY, 1892, AND THE 31ST OF DECEMBER, 1902, 
E. Str. Lecer Danrets, LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. “Ket 
Gazette ” (Limited). 
This work, as the compiler states in the preface, is intended g, 

collection of cases for the convenience of surveyors and land 








































estate agents. The reports deal, indeed, with the practical side ¢ T 
compensation—the valuation of property—rather than its le » * 
aspect ; but though the lawyer may not be the ultimate authongim Ure As* 
on matters of valuation, yet in dealing with compensation cages aa 
is essential for him to be able to form an opinion as to thyme Petition 
outcome in the way of figures, and he will find such a collection ¢ company. 
cases as the present very useful. The book includes arbitrations, 1902, a 
well as inquiries before juries, and also occasional cases in the Hii "Pe? 
Court, and sufficient facts are given to make the reports of real ugg, Ban ¢ 
, 18 
Company Formation. Binh of 
THE LAW AND PRACTICE RELATING TO THE FORMATION OF ComPANmy ge Msuranc 
(LimITED BY SHARES) UNDER THE COMPANIES AcTs, 1862 y Paymast 
1900. WirH AN APPENDIX CONTAINING REGISTRATION Fory ey tee 
AND PRECEDENTS OF MEMORANDUM AND ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATIOS, policies 
By Vate Nicouas, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwilih er tc 
(Limited). a a 
Among the numerous books on company law which are before th ¥ ofa seri 
profession there is room for one dealing concisely with the points whid fm defenda 
have to be considered upon the formation of a company, especially £33,000, 
having regard to the changes effected by the Act of 1900, and sud oon 
a work Mr. Nicolas has prepared. In successive chapters he deak oovagd 
with the subjects of incorporation, the memorandum and articles d # ,, 
association, classes of shares, preliminary agreements, underwriting, bad bee 
prospectuses, allotment, and commencement of business, and sets out HB the latt 
the statutory requirements and also the effect of the numerow M% The rig 
decisions which have been given upon this branch of company lay, scheme 
Useful chapters are included also upun the position of promoters ani 
directors. The Act of 1900 has already given rise to important @ which ' 
judicial pronouncements, in particular in regard to the regulationss — Was no! 
to payment of commissions contained in section 8, and these, including gl 
the decision of the House of Lords in Hilder v. Dexter (51 W. R. 235, #@% leas 
areduly noted. Soalso aretheimportant decisions of recent years, suchas ioe Ab: 
Ke Peveril Gold Mines (46 W. R. 198), on the preservation to shar- that a : 
holders of their statutory rights in spite of an attempt to set them summo 
aside by the articles. The appendix contains extracts from the rile have th 
of the Stock Exchange, and also forms for use in practice. The work reply t 
will be found a convenient guide upon the subject. ee t 
AL 
br 
Cases of the Week. md 
Before the Vacation Judye. Foldrid 
WASON v. ROYAL BRITISH BANK AND OTHERS. 19th Aug. 
Contempt or Covurt—CommitraL—Promptness IN ComPLIANCE with ORDB 
or Covurt—CommunicaTion BY ManaGer or Bank To Brancues. Puorr 
Motion on the part of the above-named plaintiff for himself and all othe This 
the shareholders of the Health Insurance Corporation (Limited) that the his se 
defendant Arthur Dougall Cochrane, the general mnnager of the defendant order 
company, the Royal British Bank (Limited), and also Alexander Malcolm, the g 
merchant, of 31, Lombard-street, in tbe City of London, James Glass, d Norfo 
1, Clerkenwell-road, in the City of London, and the Right Hon. Lord & away 
Morley, the directors of the Royal British Bank (Limited), might stani - Norfo 
committed to pris n for their contempt as officers and directors of the in occ 
defendants, the Royal British Bank (Limited), in failing to perform @ by cus 
carry out the undertaking contained in the order in this action, dated the @ pren 
7th of August, 1903, and by which order the defendants, the Royal Britis person 
Bank (Limited), and Arthur Dougall Cochrane undertook that they would Wa 
not by themselves, or by their servants or agents, in any way act upm@ the « 
the application for 300 preference shares of £100 each in the Royal Britis Pembe 
Bank (Limited), or advertise, or in any way represent to the public, 
the Health Insurance Corporation a, had taken shares in the 
defendant company. the Royal British Bank (Limited), or, in the alterna 
tive, that the plaintiff might be at liberty to issu® a writ or writs of attach 
ment against the defendant Arthur Dougall Cochrane and the 
Alexander Malcolm, James Glass, and Lord de Morley, directors, for thet 
contempt aforesaid, and that the respondents might be ordered to pay 
the plaintiff his costs of and consequent upon this application as betwee | 
solicitor and client. In support of the motion it was said that the col I 
tempt consisted in the issuing by the defendants of a pro-pectus of the 
bank after the date of the order containing the statement that ‘ £30, _ Loca 
preference shares have been taken at par by an old-established insuraue Ra 
company.” ‘The undertaking was given on the 7th of August, and on te Co 
12th of August clerks were seut to two branches of the bank, one# ME 
Clapham, and one at Huddersfield, and the prospectus was handed @ T 





them. The defendant Cochrane did not communicate with the branch 
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. Norfolk Estuary Acts, 1846, 1847, and 1877, the plaintiff company was now 


Aug. 22, 1903. 
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til the 10th of August. That was clearly not a prompt compliance with 
(heorder. The undertaking was given to prevent a fraud on the: 
public, and ought to be enforced, If it had oe by inadvertence the’ 

guilty of the publishing ought to at least apologize. . For the 
ts it was said that the answer to the application was that the 
defendants had committed no breach of the undertaking. 

Wairon, J., said that, in his opinion, there was no ground for the' 
application, and the motion must be dismissed with costs.—Covunse., Ward 
(oldridge ; Bramwell Davis, K.C., and Hodge. Souscrrors, L. Weatherley ; 
BR. FitePayne. 
[Reported by J. E. Apous, Esq , Barrister-at-Law.] i 
Re THE ABSOLUTE LIFE ASSURANCE CO. (LIM.). 19th Aug. | 


lure AssuraNcE—INsOLVENCY of CompANY—APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT FOR 
PurcuasE oF Risks—Form or Sanction sy Court. 


‘Petition presented by the debenture-holdets of the above-named 

company asking for a declaration that an agreement of the 7th of August, 
1902, and a supplemental agreement of the 30th of June, 1903, ought to 
be performed and carried into execution after the approval thereof and 
gnction thereto should have been obtained from the court on a proper 

tition duly presented in that behalf under the Life Assurance Companies 
its, 1870 to 1872, and for an order accordingly. In support of the 

ition it was said that the company was incorporated on the 
9th of May, 1894, for the Paes gre of carrying on the business of life 
assurance. The company duly ——_ £20,000 with his Majesty's 
Paymaster-General pursuant to the Life Assurance Companies Act, 
1870 and 1872, and afterwards commenced to carry on (inter alia) 
life assurance and accident assurance business. The life assurance 
policies issued by the company were numerous. The company, in 
‘order to raise the sum of £20,000, issued, pursuant to the powers 
contained in its memorandum of association debentures consisting 
ofa series of 1,000 debentures of £20 each. The tangible assets of the 
defendant company amounted on the 31st of December, 1901, to about 
£33,000, and at that date it was insolvent and unable to pay its debts. 
Theassets were insufficient to secure the policyholders and the debenture- 
holders, On the Ist of March, 1902, the debenture-holders commenced an: 
action to enforce their security, and the object of the present scheme was 
to carry out the realization of the assets. After negotiations an agreement, 
had been entered into with the Profits and Income Insurance Co. by which 
the latter were to take over the risks of the Absolute Life Assurance Co. 
The rights and interests of the policyholders would not be affected by the 
scheme. The sanction of the court was only asked for subject to 
proceedings under the Life Aussurance Companies Act, 1870 to 1872, 
which would protect the interests of the policy-holders. If the scheme 
was not carried out the policyholders wold carry in their claims and the 
assets would be swamped. As it appeared that the scheme would secure 
a’ least £12,000 for the policyholders it would seem to be of value to 
them. For the trustees for the debenture-holders and the liquidator of 
the Absolute Life Assurance Co., in support of the petition, it was said 
that a summons for the same object had been taken out by them. That 
summons was now in the list, and it was submitted that they ought to 
have the costs of it. Upon behalf of the petitioners it was admitted in 
reply that that was reasonable, and it was suggested that all proceedings 
on that summons should be stayed. 

Watron, J., sanctioned the agreemefit subject to a modification which 
the Profits and Income Insurance Oo. were prepared to adopt, to the effect 
that in certain events certain policies should be included in the transfer 
and should be valued upon an appropriate basis, to be determined by 
certain valuers and an umpire.—CounseL, Stewart-Smith, K.C., and Ward 
Coldridge ; Curtis Price. Soxicrrors, Nye, Moreton, § Clowes ; L. Weatherley. 


[Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


NORFOLK ESTUARY CO. v, FLANDERS, 19th Aug. 
Puorrr A Prenpre—Ricar or Snoormye—O.armm sy Custom—Vatiprty, 
_This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiffs that the defendant Flanders, 
his servants and agents, might be restrained until the hearing or further 
order from entering on the sea-banks and out-marshes forming part of 
the great estuary called The Wash, situate between the counties of 
Norfolk and Lincoln, for the purpose of shooting thereon and carrying 
away birds, In support of the motion it was said that by virtue of the 


in occupation of the lands. The defendant claimed to shoot over them 
by custom and by having shot over them for along time. A right of profit 
& prendre could not be claimed by custom. The defendant appeared in 


person. 
Watron, J., held that there must be an injunction as asked, and granted 
@ same accordingly.—Oounset, Ven Neck. Soutcrrors, Meynell §$ 
Pemberton. 
{Reported by J. E. A.povs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 








Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 


ISLINGTON CORPORATION v. LONDON SCHOOL BOARD. No. 2. 
Ist July. 
Loca, Government—Lanps Taken CompvLsort.y—AssrssMENT FOR Poor 
te—Liasmiry ror Dericrency my Genera Ratse—Lanp Cravsrs 
Coxsoutparion Acr, 1845 (8 & 9 Vicr. c. 18), 8. 133—Lonxpon Goveny- 
ment Act, 1899 (62 & 63 Vicr, c. 14), 8. 10 (2). 


|] in stating the following case for the 


255 ; 1902, 2 K. B. 701). Theaction was brought by the Mayor, Aldermen, 
and Dreeiass of Cee Senate of Rae see the School Board for 
London for (1) a declaration that under the ds Clauses Consolidation 
Act, 1845, and the London Government Act, 1899, the board ought to 
make good to the council the deficiency in the assessment to the general 
rate as defined by the last-mentioned Act on the house and 
lands known as 7, Barnsbury-park, Isl m, by reason of such 
premises having been taken and used for the of the 
works of the defendants, until the works shall be completed by the 
defendants and assessed to such rate; (2) the sum of £5 7s. 7d., being 
the second instalment of a general rate made the 28th of September, 190 
for the period ending the 25th of March, 1902. The parties had 
} opinion of the court: By section 133 
of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Ket, 1845, it is canal that if the 
promoters of the undertaking become by virtue of this or the 
special Act or any Act incorporat-d therewith of any lands charged with 
the land tax or liable to be assessed to the poor rate they shall from time 
to time until the works shall be completed and assessed to such land tax or 
poor rate be liable to make good the deficiency in the several assessments 
for land tax and poor rate by reason of such lands having been taken or 
used for the purposes of the works. By section 20 of the Elementary 
Education Act, 1870, as amended by section 15 of. the Elementary Educa- 
tion Act, 1873, it is enacted that with respect to the purchase of land by 
school boards for the purposes of the Elemen Education Act, 1870— 
(1) the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, the Acts amending the 
same, shall be in rated with this. Act except the provisions relating to 
access to the special Act, and in those Acts for the purposes of 
this section the special Act shall be construed to mean the Act confirming 
an order of the Education De t for the purchase of land, together 
with the Elementary Education Act, 1870, and the promoters of the under- 
taking shall be construed to mean the School Board ; and (2) the School 
Board before putting in force any of the powers of the Lands Clauses Con- 
solidation Acts with ges to the purchase and taking of lands otherwise 
than by agreement shall give the notices ibed by section 20 of the 
Elementary Education Act, 1870, and by the’ same section the Education 
Department may make an order authorizing the School Board to put in 
force with reference to the land referred to in such order the powers of the 
Lands Clauses Act, 1845, and the Acts amending the same with respect to 
the purchase and taking of land otherwise than by agreement ; but no such 
order is to be valid until it is confirmed by Parliament. By a provisional 
order, duly made and confirmed by the Education De; ent Provisional 
Order Confirmation (London) Act, 1898 (61 & 62 Vict. c. cciv.), after 
section 20 of the Elementary Education Act, 1870, had been complied 
with, the Education Department ordered that the board be authorized 
to put in force the powers of the Lands Clauses Acts for the purchase and 
taking of lands otherwise than by agreement with reference to (inter alia) 
the premises known as 7, Barnsbury-park. On the 12th of December, 
1900, the board, under the powers conferred by the order, became 
of the premises, which consisted of a private dwelling-house and 
garden, which were then liable to be assessed to the poor rate, and were 
not exempt from that or any rate or liable to be assessed thereto at a less 
amount t other hereditaments, and in thereof the board became 
the promoters of an undertaking within the meaning of the said section 
133, and the said Confirmation Act, together with the Elementary Educa- 
tion Act, 1870, became the special Act within the meaning thereof, and 
the works within such meaning in connection with the ises have not 
been completed and assessed to such nnd 8 By virtue of the London 
Government Act, 1899, the countil the collectors of the assess- 
ment for poor rate mentioned in the said section 133. By section 10, sub- 
section 1, of the London Government Act, 1899, it is enacted that a 
acheme under that Act (which scheme was duly made and passed as 
regards the borough of Islington) shall provide for all expenses of a 
borough council paid out of the general rate and for the discontinu- 
ance of a separate sewers rate and a separate ting rate, but shall make 
provision for protecting the interest of ownersand occupiers of any heredita- 
ments which areexempt from any rate or liable to be assessed thereto ata less 
amount than other hereditaments, and by sub-section 2 of the same section 
it is enacted that the general rate and the poor rate shall be assessed, made, 
and levied together by the borough council as onerate, which shall be termed 
“the general rate,’’ and shall be assessed, oo collected, and levied as 
if it were the poor rate, and all enactments ae = ome © Se 
poor rate shall, subject to the provisions of th as to audit, be con- 
strued as applying or referring also to the general rate. By reason of such 
lands having been taken and used by the board for the p of the 
works, there had been, prior to the 28th of tember, 1901, and still was 
an entire deficiency in the assessment for the rate in respect 
thereof, and the plaintiffs, the Islington ncil, demanded from 
the omnia | the — a Fhe oa -» the aun toa of such 
deficiency. e proportion of su s. 7d. represen portion 
of the general rate which was cage to the relief of the poor was 
£3 13s. The questions for the of the court were: (1) Whether the 
board were bound to make good to the council the whole of the de 
in the general rate ; (2) if not, whether the board were bound to make 
to the council the deficiency in the proportion of the general rate 
represented the poor rate. At the outset of the t in the court 
ow it was admitted that the defendants were | 
of the eral rate which represented the rate. Wright, J., 
ani the first question in the negative, and the second in the affirma- 
tive. The plaintiffs appealed. 
Tae Covrr (Vavernan Writtams, Romer, and Srative, LJJ.) 
udgment of 


Vavenan Wiiuiams, L.J.—I am of opinion that the 





This was an appeal from the decision of Wright, J. (reported 51 W. R. 


dismissed the appeal. 
Wright, J., must be supported, and I adopt not only the j of the 
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learned judge, but his reasons. 


must be dismissed. 


We have been referred to Farmer v. 
36 W. R. 590, 20 Q. B. D. 788) as a 
but in my opinion that 
a guide to the court in deciding 
onsolidation Act, 1845, applies 
ion I do not mean to say that 
and properly were addressed to 
iat the general rate ought to be 
e meaning of the section; but I 
support that argument. 


London and North-Westera Railway C 
strong authority applicable to the pr 
case only applies in this sense, it is 
whether section 133 of the Lands Clav 
to the present case. Looking at that sect 
there are no arguments which might be 
the court in support of the argument tl 
considered as the ‘ poor rate’’ within th 
do not think that there is sufficient to 
regard to the effect of the Local Government Act, 189 
Wright, J., said that the form of sections 10 and 11 
, form to adopt if the intention were to impose a novel 
especially when it is remembered that section 133 i 
rating at all. I entirely agree with that propositi 
that if the Legislature had intended to impose a novel 
Promoters of undertakings and to alter the liabili 
manner they would not have expressed it in cle 


9, upon section 133 

would be a strange 
burden of this kind, 
8 not concerned with 
I cannot believe 


ty in this very strong 
ar terms. The appeal 


Romer and Srrrauine, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same effect.— 
Counset, Danckwerts, K.C., and Ryde ; 
Tors, 4. M. Bramall; (. EB. Mortimer. 


{Reported by J. I. Sriautxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.]} 


Avory, K.C., and Layman. Soutct- 





mittee of the society. The duties 
the rules ; they have to superintenc 


Stances the sale to Drew was 


informing his colleagues, mude 
of evidence as to what took place. 


Drew’s account cannot be accepted. 









High Court—Chancery Division. 

HODSON ». DEANS AND OTHERS, Joyce, J. 
29th June ; 4th July, 

Morteace to FRrenpiy Socrery—Sa.r 
Orricrat or M 


This was an action by a mortgagor to set aside the sale of 
-property by the mortgagees. The plaintiff was 
defendants were the trustees of the London Uni 
Order of Foresters, and Drew, who wa 
the mortgaged property. The plaintiff mortga 
1899, five leasehold houses situated in Ar 
£1,300, repayable by instalments. 
in arrears with ber payment of i 
An action was commenced and 
against her for £82. A receiver was subs 
Property, and ultimately it was decided to ha: 
put up by auction and sold for £1,475 to the defendant 
obtained from the society an advance of £1,450 u 
coupled with collaterial security, was a member of the investm 
of this committee 


22nd, 23rd, 24th, 25th, 


BY MortTGaGErs—PURCHASE BY 


a married woman and the 
ted District of the Ancient 
s the purchaser from the 
ged, on the 6th of April, 


1902, the plaintiff was 
nstalments under 
recovered judgment 
equently appointed of the 
The property was 
Drew. Drew, who 


are provided for by 
the moneys of the 
ealization of mort- 
t @ mortgagee (1 
itor or agent for sale 
agent for a third party ; (3) he 
onnected with the sale on his 
and that under the circum- 

The defendants said that 
a fair and reason- 
a fide, and that the 
at Drew was «1 member of 
Farrars (Limited) (37 
(45 W. R. 671; 


society, and they have charge of the getting in and r 
Sage securities. Counsel for the p) 
c inuot sell to himself : (2) he cannot sell to his solic 
whether the solicitor acts for himself or as 
cannot sell to anyone concerned in or c 
behalf; (4) he must act in good faith ; 


aintiff contended tha 


~ 


Drew had purchased on his own behalf at 
able price, that the sale was in all respects bon 
purchase was in no way affected by the fact th 
the investment committee. Counsel cited Farr, 
W. R. 196, 40 Ch. Diy. 395 » Kennedy v. de Trafford 
A. C. 180), Martinson v. Clowes (30 W. R. 795, 
Vv. Morrice (2 Bro. C.C 326), Nelthorpe v. Pennyman (14 Ves. 
Tylr (2 L. J. Ch. 195 » Tennant v. Trenchard (L. R. 
Guest v. Smythe (18 W. R. 742, L. R.5 Ch. App. 551). 
Joyce, J., in delivering judgment, said the mort 
were an artificial person, and the hand b 
this mortgage was the investment committee of 
m-mber According to the minute book the secr 
June, 1902, reported to the committee that he h 
appoint a receiver of plaintiff's five 
present. Qn the 18th or 19th of 


4 Ch. App. 537), 


gagees in this case 
y acted in dealing with 


ad been compelled to 
all the members being 
Drew secretly, without 
inspection of these tive 
& profit out of them for him- 
plaintiff, and there is a conflict 
reason to doubt the veracity of 
rated by evidence called on 
opinion that the defendant 
ntiff says that Drew came to 
called on him on the 8th of 
w, and not Deans. 
she was very much 
ary, and no notice at 
spoke of buying in the 
society to buy in. 
m sure he did because of 
ing to see the plaintiff? 
a friendly feeling for 


houses, and decided to buy them and make 
sol’. Om the 20th of June Drew called on the 


the plaintiff - turther, her story is corrot 
behalf of the defendants, and I am clearly of 


see her under the name of Deans. When she 
September he admitted that his name was Dre 
her that a receiver had been appointed of the property 
upset, and thought that six months’ notice was nece ss 
ali had been given of the appointment. 
property, an< told her that it was the duty of the 
denier he said anything about buying in, but I a 
his own evidence. What was Drew s motive in gc 
He says he went to put her on her guard purely o 
her, and that he had no idea of buying the property 
opinion ali that was false. I think Drew went to the 
wet the property for himself without a sale, but in this 
‘m the 3rd of Julv there was a meeting of the investme 
all agree it was decided to put the property up for sale, 


plaintiff in order to 
he did not succeed. 


The society was 


Aug. 22 1903, Au 
. 


best advantage. The minute book, which is very important althe 
was not disclosed, shews that in several instances, where mo 

fallen into arrears with their payments, the society had allowed pa; 
the instalments representing principal to stand over. I think m this 
the society would have been satistied by keeping up the payments ofiy 
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without insisting on a sale. Who, th-n instigated the sale? A t; The 
the secretary cannot swear it was not Drew. I think that Drew pra jay: | 
the sale and nominated the auctioneer and that he was present Notting 
the instructions were given to the auctioneer. All the witnesseg pary-; 
that the reserve price of £1,350 was fixed on the 17th of July. Someyp Tilson 
nesses have said that the reserve prices were always fixed at a & Gerald 
meeting of the trustees. I am satisfied that is not the case and that t 
reserve prices are fixed by the investment committee. Tam confirm; 8.W.; 
this by the entries in the minute book, according to which, whenever James | 
were sales, reserves were fixed by the investment committee, ] W.C.; 
believe the defendant's story about fixing the reserves. I think it hj Beal, 1 
probable that Drew himself fixed the reserve price at what he was pre South | 
to give for the property. The sale was fixed for the 28th of fae court, 
notice of sale was sent to the plaintiff or to her solicitor ; she heard of Orfeur, 
by the merest accident. And she did not get particulars till the 26th 

July. If she had not heard of it, Drew would have bought { 

property at the reserve price. Drew bad informed the secretary { iN 
he was going in for the property; he was the only meni 

of the committee present at the sale: the ordinary members of The 
society were there in full force, a leaflet having been issued inviting th, held or 
to come. Drew was the ——_ bidder, with the result that the when : 
must have been discouraged. e auctioneer said it seemed a stray Decem 
thing to him that Drew, who had given instructions, should bid, Te mitted 
bidding eventually resulted in a competition between Drew and ensuin, 
plaintiff, although the reserve price was passed. Drew knew what i The’ 
reserve price was, the plaintiff did not know; if she hud she could hmm the las 
stopped the sale immediately the reserve price was passed ; therefore The 
were not on equal terms. After the sale Drew went to the plaintiff and mj questic 


**T am sorry for you, but I told you I should have to buy them in,” Te attenti 
plaintiff thought the property had been bought in on behalf of the society, lated b 
Her solicitors subsequently applied for the name of the purchaser, but thi the sal 
wasrefused. What is the law with reference to this case? It was true that, purp 
mortgagee was not a trustee for sale in the ordinary sense; he had Tigh Colleg: 
of his own, but still he was under obligations to the mortgagor, } Attorn 
Farrar v. Farrars (Limited), a very important case, Lindley, LJ, i allocat 
delivering the judgment of the court, said ‘it is perfectly well sett Manch 
that a mortgagee with a power of sale cannot sell to himself either alow yet tc 


or with others, nor to a trustee for himself . . . nor to ap money 
employed by him to conduct the sale . . . A sale by a person to hi and t 
self is no sale at all, and a power of sale does not authorize the donee ¢ the de: 


the power to take the property subject to it at a price fixed by hima solicits 
even although such price be the full value of the property. Such a transe. correc’ 


tion is not an exercise of the power.”” In Martinson v. Clowes (21 Oh, Di strong 
857) it was decided that on a gale by a building society as mot. educat 
gagees where the secretary of the society purchased two lo Yorks! 
the sale to the secretary was not valid as against the mortgagor, school 
although there was no proof of undervalue. Then as to agents for ak avail t 


Lord Cottenham in Re Bloye’s Trusts (1 Mac. & G., at p. 494), said daily 
“If the principal is incapacitated can the agent do - twelve 








which the principal could not? The question arose om of the 
was matter of observation by Lord Eldon in the case of Downes v. Graw they 1 
brook (3 Mer. 200). ThereLordEldon:. . . asks the question . ,, and, e 
whether the attorney could do that which the principal could nd; until ¢ 
whether, if a party is incapacitated from purchasing, he can employa headw 
agent to do that which he could not do himself ; and whether that agent synch: 
had a power to purchase which his principal had not. Jt would beth lectur 
most absurd distinction in the world.” In this case I am satisfied, a centre 
find as a fact that the property was sold at an under-valuation, but not this 1 
great as to invalidate the sale. In myopinion the investment committe than 
could not have sold privately to themselves at the price fixed by then has | 
selves. It is said that this defect was cured because the sale took ple I thi 
at an auction. The investment committee sold to one of themselves afta better 
the plaintiff had bid more than sufficient to cover principal, interest, ad day t 
costs. According to Farrar v, Farravs (Limited) the onus in a case liketh emine 
present was thrown upon the mortgagees of proving fairness and bona fide. The s 
Has that onus been discharged? Drew preferred his own interests to tha main] 
of the plaintiff, and { distrust all the persons mixed up in the sale. Th Owen 
case is a very suspicious one, and I don’t think the plaintiff has been fairly staff. 
treated, or that the proceedings have been bond fide. Therefore the sik . i the 
must be set aside and the defendants must pay costs.- Counsex, A. Belial will e 
and §. R. Earle; Hughes, K.C., and Martelli; G. Lawrence. Soicrross autho 
Churchman & Winser ; Whittington, Son, § Barhim; G. H. Daniell. , p wid 
| Reported by Atrrep C, Tuomas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | sare 
woulc 
comb 
So far, says the Globe, as the Lord Chief Justice is concerned, the Loy exper 
Vacation will scarcely merit its name. Last year Lord Alverstone of ou 
his well-earned holiday‘in South Africa as chajrman of the Martial L toget 
Commission. This yeat he will be busil occupied as one of the Britis quest 
members of the Alaska Boundary Commission, which will hold its firt impo. 
sitting at the Foreign Office on the 3rd of September, Sir Robert Finlay centr 
and Sir Edward Carson will also be able to realize what a curtailed Long busin 
Vacation would be like. The Solicitor-General has been appointed t comp 
assist the Attorney-General in the presentation of the British Canadiat the f 
case before the Commision, in the place of Mr. Edward Blake, KC, busin 





M.P., who found it necessary to abandon the performance of so heavy4 








euth led to sell, but they were under a duty to realize the } Toperty to the 
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The Law Society. 


The following solicitors became membe's of the Law Society during 
July: Francis William Nicholl, Bromyard; William Ernest Clifton, 
Nottingham ; John Wylie, Birmingham; Arthur Charlton Jonas, Salis- 
pory-; Henry Percy Lewis Barnes, 260, Walworth-road, 8.E.; Cecil 

Chowne, 17, Bedford-row; John Davies, Llanidloes; Arthur 
Gerald Higgs, Woodstock ; Walter Ernest Mawksley, Southport ; Stanley 

tus Richard Richard-Preston, Solicitors’ Department, County Hall, 
§.W.; Vivian Mackay Woodhouse, Leicester; James Kelly, Langport ; 
James Sumner Pollitt, New Mills; Courtenay Stevens, 42, Bedford-row, 
W.C.; Wilfred John Anderson, Manchester; Edmund John Richard 
Beal, 106, Hatton-garden, and Forest Gate; John Broughton Bowman, 
South Shields; John Kemp Cooke, Winsford; Hyam Davis, 7, Union- 
court, E.C.; Herbert Arthur Jones-Lloyd, Pembroke Dock; Norman 
Orfeur, Braintree ; and Edward Lister Sandbach, Manchester. 





Manchester Incorporated Law Association 


The annual general meeting of the members of this association was 
held on Tuesday, the 28th of July, 1903, at their rooms, Kennedy-street, 
when an account of the receipts and disbursements for the year ending 
December, 1902 (previously audited by two of the members), was sub- 
mitted and passed, and the officers and committee were elected for the 
ensuing year. 

The’report of the committee as to the proceedings of the association for 
the last year was read and unanimously adopted. 

The president delivered an address, in which he said: I think the 
question which has more especially and prominently forced itself upon our 
attentiun is that of legal education, our interest in which has been stimu- 
lated by the anticipation of a fund of over £100,000, to be derived from 
the sale of Clifford’s-inn and New-inn, and to be utilized for educational 

ses. 
College in a deputation from Manchester, Liverpool and Yorkshire to the 
Attorney-General], and of joining in the efforts to persuade the latter to 
allocate a portion of this fund to the purpose of legal education in 
Manchester. What decision the Attorney-General will arrive at has 
yet to be seen. He seems to be anxious to devote the bulk of the 
money towards the foundation of a large school of law in London; 
and this, no doubt, though possibly in a different form, will be 
the desire of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society. We provincial 
solicitors can hardly raise objection to this view, which is, I think, the 
correct one so far as the bulk of the money is concerned ; but I think 
strongly that a portion of the money should be applied in support of legal 
education in large commercial centres, such as Manchester, Liverpool, and 
Yorkshire, where the number of pupils is ample to justify the existence of 
schools of law. It is idle to suggest that our country articled clerks can 
avail themselves of a central school by attending lectures in London. Their 
daily work keeps them in the country; and, even if they do spend six or 
twelve months atthe London agent’s office, this usually occurs only at the end 
of their articles, so that any opportunities of traming in London which 
they might have would not be available for their intermediate examination ; 
and, even as regards the final, these opportunities would not be available 
until a period before which they should ‘have. already made considerable 
headway in their studies and preparations, and which might in no way 
synchronize with the times of commencement and periods of courses of 
lectures delivered in London on specitic subjects. The large commercial 
centres are fairly entitled to share in the benefits to be obtained from 
this fund; and I think that none of them has a claim greater 
than that of Manchester, whose law school is, and for long past 
has been, so pre-eminent for thoroughness and efficiency. And 
I think that the benefit which I claim would be conferred far 
better and more effectively by financial assistance in the day-by- 
day teaching conducted at these centres than by any system of sending 
eminent Jurists to deliver isolated courses of lectures on special subjects. 
The success of the system of legal education in Manchester is doubtless 
mainly due to the excellence of the general scheme of training at the 
Owens College, and to the ability of the individual members of its teachin 
staff. I think, however, one of the sources of success may be some | 
in the intimate and cordial relations which exist, and I trust always 
will exist, between the college and our Manchester Law Association. The 
authorities of the college arrange their system of teaching in their own 


the result is a system which gives to the full that academic training in the 
more theoretical and fundamental principles of law without which it 
would be superficial and ineffective and unworthy of a university, but 
combines with it the more practical teaching which, from our daily 
experience as solicitors, we know to be essential for the requirements 
of our articled clerks. Theory and practice.are working hand in hand 
together, and this can hardly fail to produce satisfactory results. This 
question of legal education is, I think, becoming every year more 
important to those who intend to practise as solicitors in a commercial 
centre like Manchester. The changes and developments in business and in 
business methods, the tendency to combination and to the formation of 
companies, societies, and associations, the increasing complications in 
the forms (and especially in the forms relating to finance) by which 
business is conducted, the increasing variations in the methods by which 
our foreign trade is conducted as new markets are opened out, and the 


I had the pleasure of supporting the Principal of the Owens } 


commercial purposes, all render it ever more necessary that we should not be 
merely rule-of-thumb practitioners, but that we should be able to bring 
highly-trained, educated, and analytical minds to bear upon the endless 
variety of problems with which we are constantly having to deal, and as 
to which, as business is conducted nowadays, we frequently have to 
form our opinions and decide upon our clients’ proper course of action, 
even in large and difficult matters, with a minimum of time for reflec- 
tion. It is becoming more and more imperative that our knowledge 
should not be merely knowledge of individual decisions, but should be a 
knowledge of the fundamental principles upon which those decisions 
are based, more especially as we are continually having to advise upon 
problems and combinations of conditions which have never before arisen 
and been adjudicated upon; and, unless our knowledge goes to first 
principles, it is impossible for us to deal with these to our credit and to 
the advantage of ourclients. I have referred to this subject because it is 
one upon which I think we should use our influence with our articled 
clerks. I would encourage a clerk to go slowly and carefully through one 
leading case, considering and balancing and trying to criticize every word 
of every judgment in it, and referring to all the authorities quoted in it, 
rather than to make his mind an encyclopedia of the results of fifty 
decisions on points of detail learnt by rote and undigested. If he adopts 
this method thoroughly and conscientiously during his period of training, 
he will find it much easier to assimilate, and in fact often even to antici- 
pate, the detailed decisions when he gets into active practice. Of course 
he must uire a certain amount, and in fact as much as possible, of 
detailed knowledge also; but no amount of such knowledge will ever 
make him a sound lawyer unless it is associated with and based upon a 
grasp of underlying principles. I fear members of the association will 
think that I have been enlarging at needless length upon truisms, but I 
make no apology for having done so. The rush and hurry of present-day 
work in a solicitor's office is such that we are often sorely tempted to come to 
superficial conclusions, and I think we should do what we can to check 
this tendency in those who are to follow us. We solicitors of Manchester 
especially ought to do what we can to secure that, in years to come, when 
many of us have passed away, those who have to follow us shall retain the 
high standing as a legal body which our profession in Manchester has held 
in days gone by, and which { venture think it holds to-day. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 
Members.—The association now consists of 269 members. Since the last 
annual meeting 9 new members have been elected and 7 have ceased to be 
members. 

Address for Service.—A letter having been received from Mr. Justice 
Kekewich with regard to address for service in district registries, and 
suggesting that he should bring the matter before the Rule Committee 
with a view to a new rule being framed enabling service at such address to 
be made by post, your committee considered the matter and a deputation 
from your committee attended a special meeting of the Associated Pro- 
vincial Law Societies, with instructions to oppose the proposed new rule. 
A resolution was by a majority of the societies represented, 
approving Mr. Justice Kekewich’s suggestion, subject to certain safi 

and to registered post being substituted for ordinary letter post. So far 
as your committee are aware, however, his lordship has not yet brought 
the matter before the Rule Committee. 

Chancery Action Appeals from Lancashire Judge of the High Court.—A joint 
letter was sent by the president of the Liv: 1 Incorporated Law Society 
and the president of your association to the Master of the Rolls, requesting 
that appeals in Chancery matters from the Lancashire judge of the High 
Court might be placed on a footing, as regards the taking place of t 
hearing on a fixed day, similar to that of appeals from the Court of Chan- 
cery of the County Palatine of.Lancaster. Your committee have been 
informed that the Master of the Rolls has now given the necessary directions 
for this arrangement to be carried out. 

Stamping of Signed Contracts.—The attention of your committee was called 
by a firm of solicitors to the unsatisfactory — in which a purchaser 
at a sale by auction was placed by being unable to get his contract stamped 
after signature, except on payment of a penalty, in case such contract 
contained a condition precluding enquiry as to stamps, and your committee 
was asked ‘‘ What is considered to be the duty of a vendor selling by 
auction with such a clause?’’ The resolution of your committee in reply 
to the enquiry is as follows: That this committee is of opinion that there 
is no obligation on a vendor to deliver a stamped contract to a purchaser, 
but that, so long as the rule prevails at the rae | office of refusing to 
stamp (except on payment of a penalty) any signed contract containi 
a clause precluding objections to unstam or insufficiently stany 
documents of title, it seems reasonable and desirable in such cases that the 
vendor on a sale by auction should deliver to the purchaser a duly stamped 
contract. 

Mr. William Slater.—Mr. Slater having attained his professional jubilee 
by having been on the roll as an admitted solicitor for upwards of fifty 
years, your committee passed a resolution offering him their 
congratulations, and expressing their highest appreciation of the service 
he has rendered to the association. 

Coronership of Manchester.—Your committee caused a copy of the resolu- 
tion passed at the quarterly meeting of the association, held on the 30th of 
April last, to be forwarded to all the members of the city council. The 
following is a copy of the resolution: ‘‘That in the opinion of this 
as:ociation it is of the utmost importance that the office of coroner should 
be held by a gentleman having legal qualifications.’’ Your committee 
have the pleasure to record the fact that owing in a large degree to the 


efforts of Mr. Lawson, one of its members, the city council reversed the 
decision of the committee to whom the selection of a coroner had been 
ya and who had selected a medical man, and appointed a barrister 
to the office, 
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Law Association. 


A meeting of the directors was held at the hall of the Law Society on 
Thursday, the 13th inst , Mr. Daw in the chair. The other directors present 
were Mr. Dolling Bolton, Mr. Burt, Mr. Foss, and Mr. Peacock. A sum 
of £60 was voted in relief of several applicants; two new members were 


elected, and other general business transacted. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


and has resigned through ill-health. Mr. Ling was admitted in 1873. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


Rosert Hart, James Freperick Burton, Ronert Pvtsrorp Hart, and 
Freperick Wittson Yeates, solicitors (Burton, Yeates, & Hart), 23, 
Surrey-street, Strand, London. Aug. 11. 


Robert Hart, who retires from practice. [ Gazette, Aug. 14. 





General. 


Seldom, says the Globe in ‘‘ Wig and Gown,”’ has such strong language 
come from the jury-box as from the twelve good men and true who 
startled the Divorce Court the other day with their complaints. ‘‘ My’ 
lord, I may say, speaking for myself,’’ said the boldest of these jurors, 
** that I do not care a - whether one or both sides have committed 
adultery, or on how many occasions, or with whom. It is nothing less 
than a public scandal that jurymen who are taken from their business to 
listen to a purely private civil squabble should be the only persons who 
are not paid for their services.’’ It is not surprising that Sir Francis 
Jeune expressed his entire sympathy with the wearied jury, who had 
devoted several days to the hearing of a Hull divorce case, and were com-; 
— to leave it unfinished because of the Long Vacation; but it 

certainly an unusual thing for such language as the most indignant of 
the jurymen used to pass without some reprimand from the bench. Far 
less fortunate was a juryman who once protested, in language both ‘‘ pain- 
ful and free,’’ against being compelled to serve in the Manchester Court of 
Record. ‘‘ I want to know,”’ said the indignant juror, as he was about to 
be sworn, ‘‘ what the devil Iam brought here for?’”? This outburst was 
too much for the patience of the recorder, who at once ordered him to be 
taken into custody for contempt of court. 


In the City of London Court, on the 19th inst., says the Times, Judge 
Lumley Smith, K.C., delivered a considered judgment in an action brought 
by Mr. Henry Lazarus, of the Hermitage, Bushey-heath, against the 
National Telephone Co. for damages for wrongfully cutting off his telephone 
service. According to the plaintiff’s case, he became a subscriber three 
years ago to the defendants’ service for one year, and paid a fixed rent- 
charge of £3 10s. a year. The arrangement had gone on from year to 
year, but last month, five days before the next payment was due, the 
defendant company required him not only to pay the £3 10s., but 30s. in 
addition for calls, .and to sign a fresh contract. At first he refused to pay 
the 30s., but afterwards sent a cheque for £5, and declined to sign the 
fresh contract. His cheque was returned and the service disconnected. 
He now claimed damages for the inconvenience to which he was subjected. 
The defendants’ case was that at the end of every year they had the power 
to say whether any agreement shou'd be continued or not. The company 
found that the original method of payment did not pay, and they demanded 
a& minum payment of 30s. for calls instead of a penny per call—the old 
arrangement. Judge Lumley Smith, in giving judgment for the defen- 
dants, ‘said in his opinion the approval of the ‘Telephone Co. was requisite 
at th- commencement of each year to enable the hiring to continue. The 
defendants did not approve of a continuance after the third year, and were 
not bound to continue. No notice was stipulated for, but the Telephone 
Co. might reasonably have given the plaintiff more than a few days’ notice. 
The action failed, but he would give leave to appeal. As the legal aspect 
was doubtful, it was only fair that he should order each party to pay their 
own costs, 


At Bow-street, on the 19th inst., says the Times, Sir A. de Rutzen 
gave judgment in the case which was before him on Tuesday in which 
Detective-sergeant Ward, of New Scotland-yard, was summoned for 
forging the name of Anthony Buck Creeke, jun., solicitor, of Leaden- 

“ hall-street, to a telegram sent to one Walter Richards with the object 
‘of facilitating his arrest on a charge of stealing official stamps from 
Somerset-house. Sir A. de Rutzen said the facts were perfectly simple, 
and were undisputed. Sergeant Ward had admitted having caused the 
telegram to be sent; and the only question was whether by so doing 
he had committed an offence within the meaning of the Act. Mr. 
Muir, for the defence, had raised two or three points, the first of which was 
that Sergeant Ward sent the telegram under a claim of right, and, there- 
fore, the court had no jurisdiction in the matter. He would pass that 
contention by, because he did not think there was much init. The second 
= raiged was that it was not a forgery within the meaning of the Act, 

the definition of forgery at common law was the fraudulent 





So far as regards the said 
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.| venience it was of the most infinitesimal character and was hardly wor) 
‘| taking into consideration. Having come to the conclusion than an 


'| awarded. In his opinion it was a case which c 


Mr. F. G. Live, solicitor, has been appointed Clerk to the Magistrates: 
for the Framlingham Petty Sessional Division of Suffolk, in succession to 
Mr. John Martin, who held the appointment for a great number of years 


alteration or making of writing to the prejudice of another 
‘right, and here there had been no such prejudice. As a matter 
law he thought an offence had been committed; and, that beiy 
so, he had to determine whether it was an offence of any fr 
character or whether it was purely technical. In his opinion it yy 
an offence of a technical character pure and simple. It was committed 
a man who had served sixteen years in the police force with an exem 
character, and not the elightest harm had been done to any living beg 
Mr. Creeke had said very fairly in his evidence that there had been y 
injury to him; and clearly there had not. If there had been any inom, 


had been committed, he had to decide what —— should bk 
early came within fh 
meaning and the intention of section 16 of the Summary Jurisdiction Ac. 
The effect of that section was that if upon the hearing of a charge form 
offence punishable on summary conviction the court thought that, thoug 
the charge was proved, the case was of so trifling a nature that it was in. 
expedient to inflict any punishment, the court might, without pr 

to convict, dismiss the information. This was a case which clearly cam 
within the meaning of that section, and the summons would theretore bk 
dismissed. 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrievp held their usual Fortnightly Sale of Life Policia, 
Rever-ionary and other Interests at the Mart on Thursday, the total realized being £245, 
The most noticeable item was the sale of a One Hundred and Fiftieth Part of a Kings 
Share in the New River Uompany, after considerable competition, for £600. 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwirep tn CHANCERY. 

London Gazetie.—Frivay, Aug. 14. 


AssociateD Beverace Mayuracturens, Limirep Creditors are required, on or befar 
Aug 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, 
to T. Wood, 40, Deansgate arcade, Manchester 
Cuay, Henriques, & Co, Limrrep —Creditors are required, on or before Sept 18, to seni 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. Haley, 
ae Foundry, Dewsbury Elkin & Henriques, Salter's Hall ct, Cannon st, solors for 
iquidator 
Mascuester Traction Co, Luurep -Creditors are required, on or before Sept 2, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Willian 
Bolton, 13, Spring gdns, Manchester Sutton & Co, Manchester, solors for liquidator 
Marquasp Accomutator Co, Luurep—Creditors are req , on or before Sept %i, 
to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to 
Richard Leyshon, 12, Mount Stuart sq, i 
Osmonps, Limirep (1x Liqguipation)—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 26, to send 
on names one co and the proof of their debts or claims, to Robert Stokes, %, 
ol ege gn, Dubli 
Ruopesian GoLp Trust, Limirep—Creditors are requested, on or before Sept 25, to seni 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robet 
Farrall Masterton, Winchester House, Old Broad st Burn & Berridge, Old Broad «, 
solors for liquidator > 
River Steam Couuiers Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 14, to send 
their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles William 
Howard, Africa House, Leadenhall st. Parker & Co, Cornhill, solors for liquidator 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep in CHancery. 
London Gazette.—Tursvay, Aug, 18. 


Benwick Sreamsuip Co, Liurrep (in VoLunTARY Liguipation) —Creditors are required, 
on or before Sept 20, to send their names and add: particulars of their debs 





Tyne § 
Burrany1a Soap Co, Limirep—Creditors are ee on or before Sept 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of ir debts or claims, t» Jose h Schofield, 
622, Li 1 rd, Patricroft, nr Manchester. Leak & Pratt, Manchester, solors 
Coventry Eacuie Cycie Co, Limirep —Creditors required, on or before Sept 30, to send 

their names and aud the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur le 
Hellyer, Shannon ct, Bristol 


Fatcon Brewery Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 26, to send ther 
er opt, ohne, so the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Walla, 
ortland House, 

Joun C. Niumo, Limrrep—Petition for winding up, presented Aug 12, directed to be 

fore Mr Justice Walton on Aug 26. Scott & Co, 15, Queen st, Cheapside, solon 
for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later thao 

6 o’clock in the afternoon or A’ 


3] 
Jouxson & Hooper (Limrrep) ~Crediters are required, on or before Sept 26, to send their 
and the particulars 


names es, of their debts or claims, to James Walte, 
Po:tland House, Basinghall st ’ 

Loxpox Motor Omnisus Syxpicate (Limrrep)—Petn for winding up, presented Aug lj, 
directed to be heard before W: , 3,00 9. Rawlinson & on, New Broad st, solos 
for petner. Notice of appearing must the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of 8 

McLaren & Norais (Uimrrep) - Creditors are required, on or before Sept 28, to seod 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Albert 
Pond, 23, Coleman st 

Narpi & Co, Limrrep —Petn for 


ing up, presented July 30, directed to be heard Aug 
26. Opyenheimer, Finsbury sq, solor for petner. Notice x appearing must reach the 
.. above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Aug 4 
Newton Coay anp Line Co, Limrrep (1n Vetuwrary Liquipation)— Creditors are required, 
on or before Oct 3, to send their names and addresws and the particulars of their debts 
or c.aims, to Thrale Coulson Martin, 86, Pilgrim st, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Pusric Unpertaxinos Syyvicate, Linirep—Creditors are required, on ur before 1, 
heir names and addresses, and the particulars of .heir debts or claims, to Wi 
Crossman Spencer, Contra bldgs, North John st, Liverpool Oppenheim & Sun, 
addi esses, 
their dsbts or claims, to Hindle, District chmbre; Darwen. 
Son, Darwen, solors for liquidator 





TueareicaL Ventunus, Liuirep - Creditors are required, on or before Sept 29, to send 
their names and add: esses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Lumley & Lumley, 
Old Jewry chmbrs, solors for liquidator 





resses, 
and claims, to John William Thompson, Royal Insurance bldgs, Queen st, Newcastlea | 
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Surorsurer, Grorar, Baldwin’s Gate, nr Whitmore, Staffs, Bu'cher Sept 1 Walters, 











nother 
| & Matter C ? dtone, Stutfs 
d, that bejp reditors N otices. SLANEY, ANNIE, Highgate, Aug 29 Blount & Co, Albemarle st 
of an Gurre,, Woeesam iLL, Richmond, Surrey, Coal Merchant Sept 1 Burchell & Co, 
sat ? : Victoria st 
mnion It Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 3 5 ° Srer.e, Henny, Burslem, Staffs, Auctioneer Sept 1 Boulton, Burslem : 
Committed Liss Day ov Gcaia Tompson, Groraina, South Shields Sept 1 Moore & A , South Shields 
an exemplary eos ; ; : Tuorneycrorr, THomas, Wolyerhampton Oct 1 Fowler & Co, ap 
living i London Gasetie.—Turspay, July 28. : bine 1 a under Lyne, Salt Merchant Aug 27 Whitworth & Co, Ashton 
had been y Se Harborne, Staffs, Osbinct Maker Aug 95 Harding & Goode, Wi.p, ccseeen, Newton Heath, Manchester Aug 31 Berry, Manchester 
m any j gz, MARGARET, Lower Sloane st Aug 28 Ellis, Sunderland Wix1xs0n, Sir Josern Lorrus, Gloucester ter, Hyde pk Sept 1 Peacock & Goddard, 
hard! war ez, Ropert, Lytham, Lan 30 Ho'd South sq, Gray’s inn 
an an offes ae WiLLias, Shei, ‘Auctioneer Sept sd H & A Maxfield, Sheffield Wixpson, EDwAno, Higher Broughton, near Manchester, Draper Sept 12 Doyle, Man- 
; uueLey, Lieut Col Henry Joan, Clifton, Bristol Aug 23 Dimond & Son, Welbeck st 
; _ hi Gor, Gol Aurave, Karachi, Sind, British India Sept 4° Corbuuld & Co, Henrietta st, | Y4T®S, Ricuap, Shrewsbury Aug 29 Hughes, Shrewsbury 
vendish sq . 
sdiction’ . Cony, CAROLINE, — Se tind Sat 4 Corbould & Co, Henrietta st, Cavendish sq : London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 4. 
charge for Comuss, GEORGE, lesbrough, Innkeeper Sept 1 Sill, Middlesbrough Bary, Joux, Worcester, Yeoman Avg 28 Ponsonby & Carlile, Oldham 
a x, ANN, Spennymoor, Durham Aug 31 Badcock, Bishop A’ 4 % Tite ; 
that, though ald Tnowas, Hoveton St John, Norfaik Aug 28 Goodchild, Horwich seen ee b Saas ot, icbens, Butcher Ang Reuliasn 6 Gos 
at it was jp. Me Dosax, Josian Crampron, George st, Hanover sq Sept5 Twisden & Co, Gray's inn sq Barciay, Mary Harriet, Ealing Aug29 Rawlinson & Son, New Broad st 
b proceedi Busort, Ev1as, Deal Aug 28 Brown & Brown, Deal Be.t, Fraxces, Holland rd, Kensington Sept 1 Walmsl y & Stansb The Outer 
] early pa on msat, a 7 a 1 a. & — Hasti Temple. trand ‘ at 4 - 
; Guay, Jaxe, Newcastle upon Tyne Aug 24 Arnott & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne , ; i irmi 
herefore GaeenrieLD, Taomas, Deal, Boarding House Keeper Aug 27 Brown ei Brown, Deal eens ax, Guonen, Henfewecth, Stale, Assountens 1 Batt & Guth, Bieminghes 
; Burton, Marra, Moss Side, Manchester Sept 3 Lea, hester 
Garritus, Tomas, Prestatyn, Flint Aug 12 illiams & Williams, Rbyl ’ ’ side, . 
ee CHAMBERLAIN, Estuer, Silverton, Devon Septi4 J & 3 P Pope, Exeter 
— -_ ye ee jive = “~ Trent Quasess, Gasnen, Desubary, emsase Sept 7 Clough & Crabtree, Cleckheaton 
RUNDY, JANE, Wo cs , Bolton 4 orthumber! Sept 7 Brown castle upon 
Husvey, uz, Dalston, Aug 31 Bankerton & Son, Bedford row Gam, — yaen Betigs, 5 a . — 
Hoye, Emma, poo 7 Heath & Sons, Manchester : Cheetham Hill, Manchester Salesman Sept 
Huauax, Samvet CHIsHoLM, Plymouth, Draper ‘Oct. 1 Rooker & Co, Plymouth Dene ee 6 baleen a — oe 
Horcuins, Exiza, St Anne’s on the Sea, Lancs Sept 9 Dendy & Paterson, Manchester Hart, Rosert Patrick, Ashford, Middlesex Sept 5 Nash & Co, Queen st 
a Jouxsox, van Marsnat, Manchester, Wheelwright Sept 7 Heath & Sons, Man- Harwanp, Wirssan, Cornhill, Cigar Merchant Aug 21 Mitchell & Mallinson, Fen- 
ife Policis, i ¢ 8 
Ketty, Epwarp, Lower Broughton, Salford Aug2é Orrell, Manchester : r, Lordshi: Sept orcest 
—- £2435, Kixc, ALEXANDER, Newhall, nr Nantwich Aug Pid Martin, Nantwich pres, Sues Wout Leeds .. 1 1. a eee 
& Kings @ Lapsxooxe, Tuomas, Warwick Aug 26 Moore & Tibbits, Warwick Loverock, Henry, Stourbridge, Chemist Sept 12 Harwards & ( o, Stourbridge 
Lawparvz, Soria KaTHarive GAmBiER, Cambri Aug 23 Dimond & Son, Welbeck st | Maser, Harrier Carouive Colchester Sept 1 Wittey & Denton, Colchester 
Lercu, James, Newcastle under Lyme Aug25 T& E y, Newcustle, Staffs Muttek, Donornea Eva, King sq, St Luke's 30 North, Birkbeck Bank chbrs 
Loxp, Davin, Keighley, Yorks Aug 11 Dewhirst, Ke y Nevins, Mancarer, Tunbridge Wells Sept 28 cove, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 
Maynanp, Este Carotiye, Clifton, Bristol, Schoolmistress Sept5 King, Bristol Oxiver, Davin, Liverpool Sept 1 Moore & Son, Birkenhead : : 
ea Ey reli ate sone te 7. ae = 1 Sussex Aug 23 Dimond | L8#8?0%; Gzoxoz Hexny, Rev, Eaxi’s Barton, Northasspton Sept 14 Williams, Leicester 
2 aon, Welbeck ot mM, Dare ge, nr el, Sussex Aug amo  cappeaeag. a eo ~_ on 16 es Ty os 2, Beto row 
, : i ia , , JULIA ANN 
pee, Some ce, oat Rock Ferry, Cheshire, Fleet Surgeon Sept 1 Lindsay & Co | Tyompsox, ~ pms By Aug 31 See Co, New ct, Lincoln's inn 
Rexs, Gecnen, Oaeel Green, Picture Dealer Sept 10 Andrews & Co, Essex st, Strand —— — i meee benand Engineer ‘Ont Denison & Slate: 
nat Roux, Feepeaic, Bury 8t Kdmunds, Farmer Sept 1 Bankes & Co, Bury St Edmunds ee 8 en tome ‘ — . sid 
eh claims Baur, Saat [a Aug 31 Jagger, Birming! Warp, Hen«y, Dragon Villa, nr Durham Aug2i_ Mawson, Dwham 
Tweed, Joun James, Grosvenor sq, Surgeon Aug 31 Haines, John st, Bedford row Wann, Jaye, Dragon Villa, nr Durham Aug 2i Mawson, Durham 
18, to oni ge eg Marra, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester Aug 31 Gardner & Co, Man- Wau.sreep, Geones Narsaniet, Portsmouth, Con Aug 30 Bechervaise, 
o J. Haley, Werron, Josern, Blackpool Aug 24 Anderton, Blackpool aes London Gazette 
st solore for Wurtz, Grorce Morrwoon, Salford, Butcher Dec 25 Peitoft, Manchester oes par, Sang. B. 
Sept 29 Wixinson, ELLEN, Stalybridge Sept 12 Earle & Co, Manchester Asuiey, Mary, Bath Sept 10 Stone & Co, Bath . i 
to. Willan London Gasewe,—Fuivax, July 31 era Regent's Burk rd’ Gope ib Bower & Co, Bream'e bidge, Chancery in, 
: vs ° . LICE, *s S ’s bidgs, 
— Auten, Joun Famitton Exveineton, Draycott pl Novi sfasties, Lincoln’s inn fields BeLunoHam, Tuomas Herne Bay Aug31 Burch & Brooks, Canter! 
- ept i Sssasos, J suns Feeene, Northolt Septi1 Urquhart, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale ee — pf meng Cre tay}, ewe ona” 7 Boote, Manchester 
KEY, ANN, ingley Augil7 Simpson & Co, Leeds ETHELL, Henry, C.ifton, i pti i 
= Buy, Gronor Cox, Hampcon Wick Sept 10 Baylis, Pearce & Co, Fore st Burcner, Harurer, Canonbury rd Aug 15 Solomon, Baringball st 
- . to send Bautarp, CHarves, Spencer’s Wood, nr Reading, Draper Aug 29 Martin & Martin, CavuLrie.p, James Francis, Manchester, Merchant Sept i8 Dixon & Linell, Manchester 
tokes, 36, ing ‘ Cazenove, Caarves, Regent’s street Aug 3i Bompas & Co, Gt Winchester +t 
Batzs, Soomon, Lindley, nr Huddersfield, Contractor Sept5 Piercy, Huddersfield Couixs, WALTER Groner, Waldron, Susvex, Farmer Sept 5 Sprott & Sons, Mayfield, 
25, to send Beatpy, Witt1aM, Wimbledon Sept 12 Hubbard, Chancery la Sussex 
ae | pemere, Gamua. sum, Urmston, nr Manchester Pinafore Manufacturer Aug 14 om “9 =e Fousr, Bide Pad, a rg Bg BH Co, Albemarle st 
oles, Manchester ROWTHER, JOE 1 
08 Becxwitu, Many, and Auruur Beckwitn, New Wor'ley Leeds Sept 1 James, Leeds Deanpex, Tuomas, jam, Bradfwd Aug 25 Buckwell & Berkeley, Brighton 
, 0 send Briizcuem, Rurn Topp Vay, Hammersmith Sept 28° Priest, Gt James st, Bedford row | Gaxroxp, Duptey Same, Soe Sept 15 Ward & Co, urch st 
sv Beytua.t, Francis, Silsoe, Beds Aug 31 .Prideaux & Sons, Goldsmiths’ Hall Gar, Evizanetu, Wretton, Norfolk Sept 1 Mellor, Downham Market 
tor Bisys, Joun, Hollins, nr Padiham, Iancs, Farmer Sept 1 Pollard, Burnley Goprrey, Daniet, Lupus st, Pimlico Sept 29 Scott, New Bruad st * - 
Brows, WALTER, Leicester, Licensed Victualler Aug 3° Stevenson & Son, Leicester Gorvox Axprew Jaxgs, Adelphi, Strand Nov2 Wynne & Sons, New ct, Lincoln's ian 
CantER, Ouivan 8, West Orange, Essex, New Jersey, US Sept 1 C & E Woodroffe, ——e oy emg Shnheill © Beall {~~ pe 
stchea) RILLS, ELIZABETH, Penzance y, Penzance 
aa Caves, ane EALEY, Gloucester Gate, Regent’s pk Aug 31 Geoffrey Chubb, Moor- senect, J ae LExxox, yn By Suse & > Bedford row 
required, ga’ ARRISON, Mary BraLey er 
beir debts Courmax, Jax Henrietta Storckos, Falmouth Aug 31_Bullmore, Falmouth Henstey, Many Axx, Dfracombe | 7 Huxta’ , Iifracombe’ 
wcastle on Youn Bownas, CrawnA .t, Clifton Down Sept 29 Crawhall & Norris, Bristol Hine, Any, Canonbury Park, South, Islington 10 Edwards & Sons, Moorgate st 
Ceayrorp, ALrrep, West Harptree, Somerset Sept 12 Tarr & Sons. Bristol Hive, Jouy, Islington 10 Edwards & Sons,. st 
end their Davirs, Karz, Hammersmith Sep; 15 Saxton & Moi , Somerset st, Porman sq Horron, Samvet, Hartwell, Bucks, Farmer tept4 Horwood & James, Aylesbury 
Schofield, Desx, Divan Saran, Hipperholme, Halifax Sept 1 Walshaw, Halifax Hurawaire, Rev Tuomas Water. Scarborough | i y, Stockton on Tees 
oul Eeeee vows Hisacte, Biggecnelne, —_ Sept 1 alshew Halifax Keys, » na Dalston, Licensei Victualler Sept 1 Dyson & Co, Gt Win- 
son, GeoRGE, Leigh, Lanss < , Leig! 
thur Le Dise, Emma Georaixa, Bloomfield pl; Ebury st t4' Adams & Adams, Clement’s inn | Lewis, Rev Dawret, Caerphilly, Glam 5 T.nnant & Jones, Aberavon 
wan ae, ——, Sain. ae Sout, cman ~ 1 Poole & Sen, nligowaher 2 coma, “am yom ’Bept 15 7. & Son, Deetee saee Tyne 
- ARY ANNE, Bristo ug ¢ richard, Bristo KINDER, SUSANNAH Manor, Lincs Sept , Lincoln 
Walton, Ganpyer, Joun, Bognor Aug 18 S Cutte, Bognor Moors, Joun Hivtrox Wallasey Chester, Physician Sept 4 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 
Gnoves, Any, Christchurch Aug 31_ Holtom, Stoke upon Trent Parkes, CATRERINE, Lichfield Sept 1 Russell & Son, Lichfield 
d to be Gust, Tuomas, Cradley Heath, Siaffs, Grocer Aug2l Cooksey, Old Hill, Staffs Puarazys, Cuares, Harrington gdns 18 Trinder & Co, Leadenhall st _ 
le, solors Goxyixc, Mary Any, Dudley Aug 17 Hooper & Fairbairn, Dudley Price, Joux, Newcastlevupon Pyne, Shipbu Sept 15 Armstrong & Sons, Newcastle 
er that Hacuix, Arexanpre Aveuste, Kentish Town Sept 1 Peake & Co, Bedford row upon tyne . 
Hart, Tuowas, Kearsley, nr Bolton Sept1 M & Co, Bolton Puseiey, Mary Anse, Camden rd Sept 1 Swann & Co, East India av 
nd their Hasizr, Lucy Cup, Harrogate Sept 11 Sale & Co, Manchester Susnirr, Jonx, Bradford Sept 1 a 
Walton, ‘Hear, Tuomas, Blackpool aug 10 Fletcher & Son, B 1 SLAWSON, GEORGE, » Denbigh, Marine Store Dealer Sept 5 Minshall & Co, 
hugth Seemeenave, Witiiam, Hovingham, Yorks, Farmer Aug 31 Pearson & Co, Helmsley, s E Chorley, Lanes Sept 25 Whitfield, Chori 
orks miTu, Evian, Jey ey 
t, solors Houtanp, Isaac, Macclesfield, Baker Aug 31 Sheldon & Co, Macclesfield SNAPE, Wittram Capman Harriss, Eastbourne Sept 16 i 
| o'clock Hort, Cano.ixx, King’s Heath, Worcester Aug 28 Snow & Atkin«, Birmingham Srapies, Exiza, Queen's pk, Sou 1 Coxwell & 5 ~ Southamp on 
Kexwoary, Avy, Stalybrid: Aug 31 Buckley & Co, Stalybrid Tuomas, Marcarert, Bettws, nr Bridgend 6 Cuthber.eon & Neath 
Ta ge ug y ’ y ge 
1 send axy, Hewry Pataee, Rev, Chiloompton, Somerset ‘Oct 1 Meade-King & Sons, Bristol | Tvssex, Francis, Downham Market, Norfolk Sept 1 Mellor, Dowoham Market 
Albert Ligarroor, Saran Ann, Lambeth Sept 16 Thirkell, Ryde, I of W Warerer, Mariipa Seiiva, St Margaret's at Cliffe, Kent Sept 4 King & Burrell, 
Loupeet, Harnierre Britney Am, Banbury, Oxford Aug 27 Bennett, Banbury Gresham st 
rd Aug a Jars Henry, Aug 31 Greenip & Co, St George st, Mansion House pny nnn Norfolk Sept20 Steven: & Drayton, Queen Victoria st 
ch the TTHEWS, Groras, South Shields Aug 30 Grunhut, South Shields Witson, Peres, Wick Aug 31_ Fawssett, Callum st 
Mavonas, ‘Eur, Hendrefechan, Lianber, Merioneth Aug 31 Chater & Atkinson, Woopnovsr, Rosert ALL, Hanover sq, Westminster Sept 1 Peacock & Goddard, South 
suired, ewcastle upon Tyne Gray's inn 
* debs Morrvock, Eouvxp Joux, Abington, Cambridge Sept 20 Francis & Co, Cambridge Youxc, Rommkr, York, Solicitor Sept 1 Watkinson, York 
ih qewatt, WiuLtam, Garston, Lanes, Shipwright Sept7 Monkhouse & Dixon, Liverpool | Youxe, Axx, York Sept 1 Watkinsun, York 
way, Jesse, Aston, Warwick, Pistol Maker Sept i4 bnett, Birmingham 
oy | Patten, Paorsk GaurieLp, Ipswich Sept 10 Baylis & Co, Fore st — . London Gazette.—Tursvay, August 11. 
" | eal 2 UK cae Nee Teer tosses talgeele eke teen toe baste eae 
> 4 ’ Bi x >: oo i 
108)— Pontes, Joun, Preston Aug 27 Clarke & Co, Blackpool =a * “o> pppamag oe : a 7 
nd the sak a Nottungham, Lace Manufacturer Sept 18 Rorke & Jackson, pean, —— Ben Rhydding, a ons — & Co, em 
Lindle ‘ . ALL, Mary, Liverpool, Pork verpool 
al Bopp, Wiumezacisa Many, Tunbridge Wells Sept 12 Walters & Co, New sq, Lincoln's Seews, or Derby, a Agent Bee R se & Co, 
RIA, Worces' 
males, Suv, Wittiam Rosert, Southport Sept 14 Mowting & Hadfield, Southport Semen —— Southampton 30 Hallett & Martin, Southampton 
MEARD, Sandu, Knowl, Mirfield, Yorks, Greengrocer Sept 12 Wilson, Mirfield Dawson, Roprat, Cosham, Hants Sept 25 Pollock & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
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pees Jems, jun, Walthamstow, Box Manufacturer Sept 29 Noon & Clarke, Gt St | 
e’en’s 


Dosss, Epwarp, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler Sept 1 Coulbourne & Co, Newport, Mon 
Dosss, Joux Ricnarp, Roath, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler Sept 1 Coulborne & Co, 


Newport, Mon 


Dutroy, Witt1am Hewitt, Warrington Sept8 Roberts, Warrington 

Epwaeps, Saran, Ellesmere, Salop Sept8 Giles, Ellesmere, Salop 

Sept 9 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

Davies & Co, Warrington 

Parker & Co, Cornhill 

Grauam, Estuer Maerua, Wyastay gdns, Kensington Sept 29 Ridley & Co, Budge row 

Lrvessy, Joun, Farnworth,nr Bolton Septt Rawsthorn & Co, Preston 

Hateu, Reainarp, Oxton, Chester. Cotton Broker Sept $ Miller & Co Liverpool 

Whitworth & Co, Ashton under Lyne 

Sept 30 Wood, Finsbury sq 

Hanson, Annie, Harrogate Seot8 Banks-Newell & Co, Bradford 

Hussey, Acxves Bessiz, New Brighton Sept1 Pickstone & Jones, Radcliffe 

Laundy & Co, Bedford st, Strand 

Kiwutsesack, Joun Pittey, Northampton sq, Clerkenwell Sept 30 Birt & Son, Southwark 
owll, Dover , 

Marrow, Perer, Dunbar, NB Sept5 Gibbons & Arkle, Liverpool 

Mavuew, Mary, Wye, Kent Sept 19 Mowll & Mowll, Ashford, Kent 

Sept 30 Nicholson & Crouch, Surrey st, Strand 

Newman, Grorce Fraykuix, Biixham, Devon Aug 31 Eastley & Co, Torquay 


Frienp, Saran Any, Dover 
Garverr, Rosert, Warriogt mn S-p‘ 19 


Gore, AuBeat Avevstvs, Whitchurch Aug 31 


Haut, Jouy, Dukinfield, Chester Sept 19 
Haut, Wituram Frepericx, Peckham, Timber Merchant 


Ketry, Exiza. Bayswater Sept 25 


MAnsFIELD, MartHa, Dover Sept9 Mowli & M 


Moorr, Commussary General Henry, Kew 


No«tn, Cuartes Aree, Cardiff Sept18 Lewis, Cardiff 


Parker Cuaaces, West Ealing, Railway Clerk Sept 12 Sinnott & Sor, Bristol 


Ricuarpsoy, Hatou, Putn Oct 1 East, Basinghall st 


Ricxwoop, Joun, Ely, Cambridge, Farmer Sept 12 Hall, Ely 

Savace, Caartes Wacrter, Gt Portland st, Jeweller Sept 12 Skelton, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Suits, Herena, Brixton Sept 30 Wood & Co, Gt James st, Bedford row 

Surra, Joan Vatentine, Liverpool September 25 Layton & Co, Liverpool 


Surin, Mary, Chester Aug 25 Morgan, Chester 

Suita, Roseert, Norwich, Miner Oct? Culley, Norwich 
Sree.e, Harretre Evten, Hughenden, Bucks Sept 11 
Wurrte, Axx, Darsley, Glos 


Sept 1 Francillon, Dursley 


Wisteasorrom, Joux, East Failsworth, Lancs Aug25 Holroyd, Oldham 
Wootsoven, Jony Atrreo, New Barnet Sept 8 Brown & Co, Pentonville rd, King’s 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 14. 
Anstey, Hargiet Sreicktanp, Florence, Italy Sept 14 Blount & Cv, Albemarle st 
ton, Oxford Sept 29 Fairfax, Banbury 
umbledon Sept30 Taylor, Putney 
Avisus, Soputa, Wakefield Sept 11 Townend & Woodhead, Wakefield 
Baker, Betry, Hindsford, Lancs Sept5 Marsh & Co, Leigh, Lancs 
Batu, Jous, Stithians, Cornwall Sept 16 Thomas, Camborne 
Bexsett, Hesry Currie Leicu, Chertsey Sept 30 Dawson & Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 


Cross 


Arcuer, Bensamix, Wiggt 
Ages, Samvet WILtIAm, 


Brurse, Apam, Walsall Aug 31 Jones, Wednesbury 


—— Grorcez, Warden, Northumberland, Contractor Aug 31 LC & H F Lockhart, 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Arvirck, Sir Rozert, Motcombe st, Belgrave sq, Baronet 
High Court Pet June 22 Ord Aug 11 

Bawsistzz, Tuomas Atrrep, Blackpool, Draper Preston 
Pet Aug 10 O:d Aug 10 

Barker. Josera Tuomas, New Barnet, Hert«, Perambulator 
Manufacturer High Court Pet July 22 Ord Aug 10 

Bastow, Frank Exexest, Birmingham Birmingham Pet 
July 25 Ord Aug 10 

Barysuaw, James, Streatham, Nurseryman Croydon Pet 
Aug5 Ord Aug5 ‘ 

Beaxpmore, James, Manchester, Licensed Victueller Man- 

Pet Augi1i Ord Aug 1 

Bema, James Hesry Bucxiey, Scarborough, Wine Mer- 
chant Scsrborough Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug8 

Boots, Harotp Amos, Leicester, Blind Manufacturer 

Lewester Pet Augll Ord Augil 

Beaviey, Josern, Sheffield, Provision Dealer Sheffield 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Buesicuz, Atrrep Juserun Extertos, Middlesbrough, 
Grocer Middlesbrough Pet July 30 Ord Aug 10 

Cre+sy, ArTHur Viscent, Manchester, Merchant Man- 


chester Pet Aug8 Ord Aug8 

Excey, James Tuoursox, Batley, Yorks, Plumber Dews- 

Pet Avg 10 Ord A 

Fay, Watrer Georor, Bristol, Fruiterer Bristol Pet 
Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Greexnaton, Jous, Batley, Yorks, Ice Cream Manu- 
fwturer Dewsbury Pet Augil Oid Aug ll 

Hagtiey, Feaxcrs Ass, ogate, Newsagent York 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 : 

Hesstocu., Avovsre, Holland pk Croydon Pet July 9 

i Ord Aug 10 3 

orkixs, Marx, Tonypandy, Glam, Greengrocer Ponty- 

pridd Pet Augil Ord Aug ll ‘ 

Hest, Frepericxk Wittsam, Bristol, Grocer Bristol Pet 
July 27 Ord Aug 12 

Jerveny, Tom, and Harey Jervery, Callercoats, North- 
um , Painters Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug 11 
Ord Aug 11 

Josxs, Ratru, Avening, Glos, Painter Gloucester Pet 
~~ Ord Aug 11 

— ILLIAM, Mitcham, Builder High Court Pet July 


Aug 12 
Kisctoxs, Wittis™ Hexny, How Caple, Hereford, Labourer 
Hereford Pet Augil Ord Aug ll 


Lez, Wittiam Geoncz, Folkestone, Builder Canterbury 
Pet Avg 12 Ord Aug 12 
Lewis, Saucer, Treforest, Glam, Ripper in Coal Mine 
Pontypridd Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 10 
Meeen.t, Antnue, end Feepenice EZRRILL, Didsbury, 
ne’, Butchers Manchester Pet Augii Ord Aug il 
Mostaccy, Arne, +nd Joux Eowix Faxc ¥,U Park- 
Yo , Builders Poole Pet July 30 Ord Aug 


Mou. & Co, Moorgate st, Financiers High Court Pet 
duly & Ord Aug 12 

Mount, Sreruzs Hesxy, Rochester, Labourer Rochester 
Pea Aug 10 Ord 10 


Wirtiam, Guiseley, Yorks, Grocer Leeds 
Aug 12 


EL4on, 
Pet Aug 12 Ord 


¢ r Allan, High Wycombe 
Towwysenp, Saran Axx, Heigham, Norwich Sevt1l1 Goodchild, Norwich 


Spence, South Shields 


land, Carlisle 


Kine, Tuomas, Rowdell, 


field, Hants 


Finsbury pavement 


Crarxson, Heyry, Mitcham, Carman Sept 21 Sydney, Renfrew rd, Lambeth 
Davipsun, WittiAm Ropert, Edlingham Demesne, Northumberland, Farmer Set 


Epmonpsox, Naomi, Widsey, Bradford Sept19 Gordon & Co, Bradford 
Ex.ey, Estuer, Carmarthen Sept 30 ¥ 
Ga.toy, Joun Caarces, Chelsea, MRCS Sept 12 Turner & Son, Leadenhall st 
Hamer, Samvew. Deganwy, nr Llandudno 
Harper, Ann, Kendal, Westmoreland . 2 2 
Harca, Evizaseta Anse, Bristol Sept 30 Gouldsmith & Gribble, Bristol 
Hvuartstoxe, Tuomas, Dursley, Glos, Engineer Sept 1 Francillyn, Dursley — 
JACKson, WALTER, Longtown, Cumberland, Hotel Keeper Aug 28 Wannop & Westm,, 


Jackson, Axx, Longtown Auz28 Wannop & Westmorland, Carlisle 
Kaye, Josern, Huddersfield Sept 30 Hall & Co, Huddersfivid — 
Kiusertey, Kate Exizanetu, Banbury, Oxford Sept 15 Fairfax, Banbury 
Sussex Oct 31 Marsden, : 
Marrow, Peter, Dunbar, NB Sept5 Gibbons & Arkle, Liverpool 
MarsHaut, ALEXANDsR, Liverpool Aug 31 Simpson & Munro, Liverpool 
Mason, Joseru, Rochdale Sept19 Jac ate 
Micuaet, WALTER Amos, East Liss, Southampton Sept 30 Shield & Mackarness, Petey 


White, Carmarthen 


Sept 14 Chamberlain & Johnson, Liandujy 
Sept 30 Thompson & Hodgson, Kendai 


entnor, | W 


on & Co, Rochdate 


Mummery, Stepney, Westwell, Kent, Farmer Sept 23 Mowll & Mowll. Ashford, Kent 
Monro, Donatp, Sheep Farmer, Patagonia, Argentine Republic Sept 15 Syrett & Som 


Norwoop, Jaye Mepp, Plymouth Sept 27 Gidley & Son, Plymouth 


Nurtratt, Joun, Ashton under Lyne Sept5 Richards & Hurst, Ashton under Lyne 


laston 


Pensy, Fanny Mitier, Biighton Sept 12 


Orricer, G@zorGE, Derby Oct 12 Powell, Derby 
Orricer, Mary Extxen, Derby 7 
Pace, ‘Cuartes Harry, Wolverhampton, Iron Merchant Sept 29 Slater & Co, Du 


Oct 12 Powell, Derby 


Guillaume & Sons, Salisbury sq 


Pixxe.t, Axx, Brinkworth, Wilts Sept 20 Clark & Smith, Malmesbury 


mesbury 


Piatt, Tuomas Suaw, Saddleworth, Yorks, Woollen Finisher Sept 7 


worth 


Norfolk st 


ex 


Manchester 


Piyyett, Wituiam, Brinkworth, Wilts, Farm 


Pootg, Sir James (Henry), Liver; 
Rozsertson, Anstz, Lainbeth, 


Bailiff Sept 2) Clark & Smith, Mi 
Roberts, Sadie. 


ol Sept12 Thompson & Co, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
race Manufacturer Sept 29 Barton & Pearmm, 


Savsom, Fravcis James, Portsea, Hants, Accountant Sept 20 Bolitho, Portsea 

Simons, Riutasp, Leytonstone, Essex, Convict Warder Sept 12 Calhoun, Chancery In 

SreeL, Catuertse, Haltwhistle; Northumberland Aug 22 LC & H F Lockhsa, 
™m . 

Warrersox, Wiitiam. Craven, Bowdon, Chester Sept 25 Partington & Alla 


Wesser, James Teddington Sept 15 Duncan, Chancery In 


Woops, Emity Any, Bognor Sept 11 Staffurth, Bognor 








Normas, Victor Hersey, Norwich, Restaurant Proprietor 
Norwich Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 

Patt, Sotomex, Edgware rd, Grocer High Court Pet 
July 28 Ord Aug 12 

Pioxix, Mary, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Fancy Draper 
Dewsbury Pet Aug1l Ord Aug 11 

Quarze, Ernest, Matching Green, nr Harlow, Essex Hert- 
ford Pet July 18. Ord Aug 11 

Reave: zy, Gzorce, Craven Hillgdns High Court Pet 
May 18 Ord Aug 12 

Rowe, Martin, St Buryan, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet 
Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Suowet, Witiiam Jony Currie, Wolverhampton, Bellows 
Manufacturer Wolverhampton Pet Aug 12 Ord 


Aug 12 
Sow«reuTts, Franx, Rugby, Fishmonger Coventry Pet 
July 29 Ord Aug 10 


Sreicnt, Ronerr Wit1i1am, Rotherham, Yorks, Hair- 
dresser Sheffield Pet Augit Ord Aug 11 

Srinxs, Jous Barxert, Forest Hill, Builder Greenwich 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Sra.varp, Tuomas, Shrawley, Worcester, Baker Worcester 
Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

Tayior, CHantes Lastar, Middlesbrough,Grocer Middles- 
brough Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Tovey, Hexry, Winford, Somerset, Butcher Bristol Pet 
Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Virco, Wititam, sen, and Witi1am Virco, jun, Ruspidge, 
Glos, Colliery Proprietors Gloucester Pet Aug 12 
Ord Aug 12 

Warttersos, Henry Evwis, Sheffield, Plumber Sheffield 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 

Wirkrssos, James, and Jous Tiioruy Perry, Tipton 


Staffs, Royalty Masters Dudley Pet Aug 12 Ord 
Aug 12 

Wiv.is, Cuartes, Bridgend, Painter Cardiff Pet Aug 5 
Ord Aug 5 


Wisstastey, Jous Ricwarp, Barrow in Furness, Fruiterer 


Barrow in Furness Pet Augi12 Ord Aug 12 
Wappwarp, Feepericx, Oldham, Builder Oldbam Pet 
Augi10 Ord Aug 10 
Wricnt, Heyzy Cuarizs, Tottenham, Greengrocer 


Edmonton Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 21 : 
Corxe, Joun Roya, Kingston upon Hull, Decorator 
Kingston upon Hull Pet July 16 Ord July 16 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 31 : 


Waatua tt, Joun Hitcuine, L } u 
Wveaitt, Exizaseta, Farlington, Yorks Sept 30 Crombie & Sons, York 





Suatiteipce, Ateert Hoskina, Ivybridge, Devon, Grocer | 


Plymouth Pet July 11 Ord July 27 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 4: 
Weisnavs, Savomoy, Plumstead, Furniture Dealer Green- 
wich Pet July 30 Ord July 30 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Mawsox, E O, Broughton rd, West Ealing Brentford 
Rec Ord July 3 Rese July i7 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Avrixck, Sir Rovent, Motcombe st, Belgrave sq Aug 25 
at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Angmstaeone, WILLIAM, » , Clerk Aug 24 at 11 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 





m, Lancs Sept 26 Sale & Co, Manchester 


Barker, Anraur, Bradford, Plasterer Aug 24 at 3 Of 
Ree, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Barker, Josern Toomas, New Barnet, Herts, Perambulator 
Maker Aug24at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


' Barratt, ABRAHAM, Newport Pagnall, Bucks, Ropemake 


Aug 22at 11.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

BrearpaoreE, JAMES, Manchester, Licensed Victualler Ang 
24 at 2.39 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Coxon, Anne Exizasetn, Chester le Street, Durham, Grogr 
Aug 24 at11 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunderland 

Danks. Anniz, Goldsmith st, Notts, Dressmaker Aug 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Day, 8amvet, Ipswich, Plumber Aug 26 at1l Off Be, 
86, Princes st, Ipswich 

Dvxe-Essien, A, Basinghall st, African Merchant AugS 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ferraser, Jonn Furtoy, Chalford, Glos, Manufacture 
Aug 22 at4 Imperial Hotel, Stroud 

Gress, James, Dford, Coal Merchant Aug 26 at 11 Bant- 
ruptey bldgs. Carey st 

Hatt, Isaac, Belper, Derby, Grocer 
Rec, 47, Fuli st, Derby 

Haetiey, Frances Ann, Harrogate, Stationer Aug 2at 
12.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Heycocx, Betavet, Taibach, Port Talbot, Glam, Butcher 
Aug 22at11 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra 1d, Swansea 

HirscuperG, Gustav Rosert, Gt 8t Helen’s, Merchant 
Aug 27 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hock.ey, Georce Jacos, Lford, Solicitor’s Clerk Aug2 
at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Moutps, Artuur Cuaaces, and WitLiaAm Waitt, Barwell, 
Leicester Aug 24 at 11 Off Rec, 1, Berridge #, 
Leicester 

Movust, Srepuen Henry, Rochester, Labourer Aug 24a 
11.30 115, High st, r 

Parker, Artuur, Mansfield, Notts, Grocer Aug 25 atl 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Pansons, GzorGE CHARLES, ydon, Coa) Merchant Aug 
25 at t1 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Rowe, Martin, 8t Buryan, wall, Farmer Aug 24 # 
1230 Off Ree, Boscawen st, Truro 

Sanvers, Joun Henry, Falmouth, Coachbuilder Aug M 
at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro : 

SuuTtLewortu, WiLLiam, Wentworth st, Commercial rt, 
Coffee Houre Proprietor Aug 26 at 11 Bankrupiy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Smart, Aerour Wiitiam, Swindon, Baker Aug 24 atll 
Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Smirn, Hexvert, Colne, Lancs 
Ree, 14, See sy well, Sal 

Burton, CHARLES JACKSON i m upon » Pw 
broker Aug22at11 Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Toustxsox, Tom, Nelson, Lanes, Greengrocer Aug 24 # 
10.45 Off Rec, 14, Chapel «, Preston 

Turner, Frepenick Simnon, Dudley, Worcester Aug 22st 
11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, Dudley ; 

Wares, Groroe Ricumonp Horr, South Hackney, Builder 
Aug 2%atil Baukruptcy bldg, Carey st 

Wrosrer, Joun, Caister on Sea, Norfolk, Labourer Aug? 

at 1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Weisnavus, Sacomon, Plumstead, Furniture Dealer Aug 
at 11.80 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Wixckixy, Joun, Blackburn, Grocer Aug 24 at 10.90 Of 
Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston é 

Woov, Wituiam Braxerry, West’ Hartlepool, Muse 
Teacher Aug 24 at 11.50 Off Rec, 25, John @, 
Sunderland 


Aug 22 at 11.30 Of 


Aug 2 at 11.15 Off 
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NINTH’ EDITION, 


Demy 8voe, pp. x!,—352 


Price 7s. 6d, net; 


by post 83, 


THE LAW OF STAMP DUTIES ON DEEDS AND OTHER INSTRUMENTS. 


Containing The Stamp Act 1891, The Stamp Duties Management Act 1891, and Acts amending 


the same; a Summary of 


Case Law; Notes of Practice and Administration; Table of Exemptions; the Old and New Death Duties; the Excise 
Licence Duties; and the Alterations in the Law relating to Stamp Duties effected by the various Finance Acts. By 


the late E. N. ALPE, Barrister-at-Law, and of the Solicitor’s Department, Iuland Revenue, 


ARTHUR B. CANE, B.A., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
This Edition has been thoroughly revised and brought up to date. The size has been increased from Crown 8vo to Demy 8vo, and the text has 


ben entirely re-set in new type. 


Revised and Amplified by 


In addition to the Acts of 1891, the book contains all the alterations in the Stamp Duties effected by the various 


Inland Revenue and other Acts passed since that date, and the provisions relating to the Estate and Excise Duties contained in the various Finance 


Acts, - All important Decisions of the Courts on questions relating to Stamp Law are also noted. 


In matters of Practice the Editor has been assisted 


by Mr. Hervert W. Jonvan, whose daily intercourse with the Inland Revenue Department keeps him au fait with all official requirements. A valuable 
feature of the book is a copious Analytical Index of 39 pages. 


TWENTY-FIFTH EDITION. Crown 8vv, pp. xl.—604. Price 5s. net; by post 5s. 6d. 


4 HANDY BOOK ON THE FORMATION, MANAGEMENT, AND WINOING UP OF 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. By F. GORE-BROWNE, M:-A., K.C. (Author of ‘Concise Precedents under the 
Companies Acts’), and WILLIAM JORDAN, Company Registration and Parliamentary Agent. 


Besides the reliable Legal and Practical Information contained in previous Editions, the Twenty-fifth Edition contains the Text of the Companies 
Act, 1900, with Practical Notes on the working of that Act ; References to every important Legal Decision on Company Law and Practice since 1862 ; 
the latest Rules of the London Stock Exchange relating to Companies ; Tables of Duties and Fees payable on Registering Companies with Capitals of 
from £100 to £1,000,000 ; Duties and Fees on Transfers of Shares and Stock, Mortgages, and other Documents; Fees on Registration of Debentures ; 
and much other information valuable to Solicitors, Promoters, Directors, Secretaries, Auditors, Shareholders, and Liquidators of Joint Stock Companies. 


FIFTH EDITION. Demy 8vo, pp. xIviii.—4o8. 


NOTES ON PERUSING TITLES. 





Price 12s. 6d, net.; by post 13s. 


Containing Observations on the Points most frequently arising on a Perusal 
of Titles to Real and Leasehold Property, and an Epitome of the Notes 


arranged by way of Reminders. With an Appendix on the Appointment of a Real: Representative by The Land Transfer 


Act 1897. 


By LEWIS E. EMMET, Solicitor. 





JORDAN & SONS, LIMITED, I16 & 120 CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 








{ 
Waicut, Frepertck Witt1am, Walthamstow, Commercial | Marca, Witi1am, Wylam, Northumberland, Farmer 


Clerk Aug 26at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bannister, Tnomas ALFRED, Blackpool, Draper Preston 
Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 
Barysuaw, James, Streatham, Nurseryman 
Aug5 Ord Aug 8 
Bearpwore, James, Manchester, Licensed Victualler Man- 
chester Pet Aug1l1 Ord Aug 11 
Scarborough, Wine 
Ord Aug 8 


Beman, James Henry Bvcktev, 
Merchant Scarborough Pet Aug 8 

Brapiey, Josrrn, Sheffield, Provision Dealer sheffield 

Pet Aug10 Ord Aug 10 


Croydon Pet 


Beaewarp, Henry, Leicester, Fish Dealer Leicester Pet 
July 23 Ord Aug 10 
Buavicie, Atrrep Josern Exierton, Middlesbrough, 


Grocer Middlesbrough Pet July 30 Ord Aug 10 
Burrox, Joun Tuomas, Blyth, Northumberland, Joiner- 
wright Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug4 Ord Augé6 
Craster, Eowarp Eenest, Castletown rd, West Kensington 

High Cours Pet May 12 Ord Aug 11 
Carssy, Antuur Vincent, Manchester, Merchant Man- 
cheskr Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 8 
Davis, Frepertck Wituiam, and ALnert Jonn Hrrrixa, 
eihiag, Auctioneers Yeovil Pet May 23 Ord 


y 
Deatrry, Herpert Antuur Berxetey, Fleet st High 
Court Pet May 28 Ord Aug 11 
Deetey, Josern Frank, Saltle “howinghom, Grocer Bir- 
, miogham Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 12 
Heepven, Mionot.ss, Oattisle, Plumber Carlisle Pet Aug 6 
ug 12 
Fay, Water Groror, St Paul's, Bristol, Fruiterer Bristol 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 12 
Guapstone, Wi.u1am, Brampton, Cumberland, Innkeeper 
lisle Pet June 20 Ord Ang 12 





{ 
| 
| 


Green, Grorar, Bl:ydon on Tyne, Durham, Furniture | 


ler Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug6é Ord Aug7 


Garrxnatou, Joux, Batley, Yorks, Ice Cream Manv- | 


facturer Dewsbury Pet Augil Ord Aug 11 
Harrizy, Francis Ann, Harrogate, Stationer York Pet 
Aug ic Ord Aug 10 
Hopxiys, Mark, Tow 
pridd Pet Augil Ord Aug Il 
Joxes, Ravpn, Avening, Glos, Painter 
. Aug il Ord Aug 11 
Kiserox, Wittiam Henry, Kingsland, Hereford, Labourer 
Hereford Pet Aug il Ord Aug 11 
Tas, Witttan Grorer, Folkestone, Builder Canterbury 
et Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 
§, Extas, Bowes Park, Commission Agent High Court 
Lawis, Suxoe1, Trefoteat, Glam, R 
3, Sacer, orest, Glam, Rip in Coal Mine 
Pontypridd ne Ave Ord aug 10 ni 
xk, Rugby, ar . shmonger 
Pet July 29 ie Aug 12 


Gloucester Pet 


UTTS, 
Coventry 


, Glam, Greengrocer Ponty- 


| 
| 
| 


Newcastle on Tyne Pe. July 23 Ord Aug 10 

Me.uer, CHartes Epwarp, Leds, Tobacconist Leeds 
Pet July 25 Ord Aug 8 

Movst, Stepuzn Henry, Rochester, Labourer Rochester 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Murray, Georce Josern, St Paul’s Churchyard High 
Court Pet March9 Ord Aug 12 

Narper, Nor. Francis, Queen Victoria st High Court 
Pet Feb 16 Ord Aug ll 


Netsox, Tuomas W1Li1Am, Guiseley, Yorks, Grocer Leeds | 


Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 


Norman, Vicror Henry, Norwich, Res‘aurant Proprietor | 


Norwich Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 

Pickin, Mary, Heckmondwike, China Dealer Dewsbury 
Pet Augi1l Ord Aug 11 

Ritey-Cooxry, Berrxarp Joserx, Lower Edmonton, 
Builder Edmonton Pet June15 Ord Aug 10 

Rost, Tuomas, Birmingham, China Dealer Birmingham 
Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 10 

Rowr, Martis, St Buryau, Cornwall, Farmer Truro Pet 
Augl0 Ord Aug 10 

Snowe, WILLIAM Jens Currin, Wolverhampton, Bellows 
Manufacturer Wolverhampton Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

SuurTrLewortu, Witt1am, Wentworth st, Commercial st, 
Coffee House Proprietor High Court Pet Aug7 Or 
Aug 12 

Simmons, James Henry, Perry Barr, Staffs, Painter Bir- 
mingham Pet July 31 Ord Aug 10 


Sprianr? Roperr Wi..1aM, Rotherham, Yorks, Hairdresser | 


Sheffield Pet Aug 11 Ord Aug 11 


Srixxs, Jons Barnerr, Forest Hill, Kent, Builder Green- | 


wich Pet Aug10 Orl as 10 

Sravvarp, Tuomas, Shrav ley, Worcester, Baker Worcester 
Pet Aug lz Ord Aug 12 

Tayior. Cartes Lastar., Middlesbrouzh, 

iddlesbrou, Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Tovey, Henry, Win ord, somorset, Buecher Bristol Pet 
Aug lo Ord Aug 10 

Townsend, Josnua Haccett, Sheffield, Merchant Sheffield 
Pet June5 Ord Aug 10 

Vino, Witram, sen, and WiLt1Am Vireo, jun, Ruspidge, 
Glos, Colliery Proprietors Gloucester Pet Aug 12 
Ord Aug 12 

Warrersoyx, Henry Eowin, Sheffield, Plumber Sheffield 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

Weuter, Witiiam Epwanp, Cricklewood High Court Pet 
July 10 Ord Aug 11 

Witxinson, James, and Joun Timotny Perray, Tipton, 

yalty Masters Dudley Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 
vs a ae md, Painter Cardiff Pet Aug 5 


5 
Weopwame Freprrick, Oldham, Builder Oldham Pet 


Grocer 


Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 
Wrient, Henry "“Baancas, Tottenham, Greengrocer 
Ea Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 4: 


Wersnavs, Saromon, Plumstead, Furniture Dealer Green- 
wich Pet July 30 Ord July 30 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 


| 
Evass, Jonx Tuomas Dasret, Rhyl, Fliats, Accountant 
| or Ree Ord June 2 Adjud June 26 Rese and 
Annul July 27 


London Gazette —Turspay, Aug 18. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


| Awerer, Wriuiam, Southsea, Coach Builder Portsmouth 

Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 4 
BANGER, 1Lu1aM, Tentesden, Florist Canterbury Pet 

| Aag it Ore Aug li 

| Barker, WiLtiaM, Middlesbrough, Grocer Middlesbrough 

| Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 12 

| CHArrEL HARLES E.uison, Stockton Heath, Cheshire, 

| ~~ Builder Warrington Pet July 29 Ord Aug 13 

| Cronk, Gorvox Eapert, Leeds, Insurance Agent Leeds 

| Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 

| Curnpertson, Curnpert, Birkby, nr Maryport, Cumber- 
land, Farmer Cockermouth Pet Augl4 Ord Auglé 

Day, THomas, _ Penn, nr Wolverhampton, Commervial 

| Traveller verhampton Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 

| Epwarps, Rronarp Piaeorrt, Chester, Hosier Chester Pet 

Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 . 

| Exurs, Wicttam Lewis, Tylorstown, Glam, Collier Ponty- 

j i Pet Aug l4 Ord Aug l4 ee 

| Exerey, Everitt, Sirmiegham, Draper Birmingham Pet 

| Augi5 Ord Aug 15 ; 

| Execanp, Frank, Glastonbury, Cycle Dealer High Court 

| Pet April 24 Ord Aug 14 

| Fisn, mat Sak, 1s i house 
eeper Newport Pet Aug 15 ug 1 

Fierener, Rosrat. and Epwarp Frerceer, Brighton, 

Auctioneers = Pa Jaly 23 Ord Aug lv 
Fox, Groner. Hyde, er, Hosier Ashtcn =e Lyne 
Petavgid OrdAugi 
Givasr, Ernest, Stafford st, Piccadilly, Butcher High 


Court Pet July x8 Ord Aug 15 
Goap, Rosert, , Wi . Blacksmith Kendal 
Pet Augli Ord Aug M4 


| @aeenstape, Wrurtam James, Peckham Rye, Bus Driver 
High Court Pet Augit Ord Aug 14 
Cue, A C, Derby, Derby Pet Aug 1 Oni 


Hangocn, Tuoxas Wi.trax, Brentwood, Salesman High 


- Court Ph Aug ld Ord Aug “ee 
RWINS, OMAS, von, Organ Builder 
Warwick 


Stratford on 
Pet Aug 15 Ord A 





1 
Hoare, Emma Sopnta, Foverchem Kent, Carter Canter. 
bury Pet Augs Ord Aug 
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James, Cnoarizs, West Bromwich, Coal Merchant West 
Bromwich Pet Augi4 Ord Aug 14 

Jotty, Francis Henry, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Fruiterer 
Ipswich Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 

Kenpat1t, Josera Dormer, Lenton, Nottingham, Oil Mer- 
chant Nottingham Pet July 31 Ord Aug 14 

a Sarees Sheffield, Engineer Sheffield Pet Aug 

ir 13 

Littiez, Josepa WatiAce ALBERT McGoveuie, Gt Grimsby. 

eee Labourer Gt Grimsby Pet Aug 14 Ord 
ug 14 

Makpon, Ci.ement Jonxn Witt1am, Teignmouth, Devon, 
Coal Merchant Exeter Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 

Mitton, CunisropHer Joszrn, Br grove, st 
Tobacconist Worcester Pet July 25 Ord Aug 15 

Suirn & Co, Frank Exus, John st, Bedford row, Mortgage 
Agents High Court Pet July 23 Ord Aug 14 

Tuomas, Davip, Penrhiwceiber, Coal Miner Pontypridd 

Pet Aug 13 Ord Aug 13 





Vocat, Oscar, Headingley, Leeds, Florist Leeds Pet 
Aug 13 ecg | 13 

Wiu.uiams, Bosert, Portmadoc, Gardener Portmadoc Pet 
Augi4 Ord Aug 14 

Youxe, Anprew Coventry, Sir Attan Artuur, ALBERT 
Aveustine Neatsy, and Cartes Matcotm Hayes, 


Manchester, Merchants Manchester Pet Aug15 Ord 
Aug 15 
Amended notice substituted for that published 
London Gazette of July 31: 


Pettit, Fevix Grorer Bority, South Bermondsey, Builder 
High Court Pet July9 Ord July 29 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Banoer, W1ii1AMm, Tenterden, Florist Aug 27 at9.45 Off 
Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Barker, Frepericx, Earls Barton; Northampton, Green- 
grocer Aug 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northamp- 
ton 


Barker, W11t1Am, Middlesbrough, Grocer Sept4at3 Off 
Rec, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Bagnsuaw, James, Streatham, N n Aug 28 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Bareixeton, Joseru, B burp, Furniture Dealer Aug 
26 at 11 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Beate, Witw1am, Ross, Hereford, Baker Aug 26 at 2.30 
2, Offa st, Hereford 

Bemay, James Henry Buckiey, Scarborough, Wine Mer- 
chant Aug 26 at 11.30 74, Newborough, Scarborough 

Beeritt, THomas, and Cuaries Bererixt, Irchester, North- 
ampton, Builders Aug 26 at 330 The Hind Hotel, 
Wellingborough 

Boorn, Harotp Amos, Leicester, Blind Manufacturer Aug 
26at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Brapwey, Josepu, Sheffield, Provision Dealer Aug 27 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

BraitsrorD, Joun James, Tibshelf, Derby, Colliery Banks- 
man Aug 26at12 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Bursicre, Atrrep JosepH Ettertox, Middlesbrough, 
come Aug 28 at 3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles- 

rou, 

Cramp, BS ALFRED, jun, Birmingham, Licensed 

Victualler Aug 26 at 11 174, Corporation st, Bir- 


mingham 

Croxk, Gorpon Ecsert, Leeds, Insurance Agent Aug 26 
at1ll_ Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Davies, RicuarpD, Conway, Carnarvon, Builder Aug 26 at 

.30 Crypt chmbrs, Pastgate row, Chester 

Day, Artuur Georce FitzRoy, Devonport Aug 26 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Deexey, Josern Frank, Saltley, Birmingham, Grocer 
Aug 27 at 12 174, Corporation st, Birmingham e 

Epixetoyx, Jouy Eevest, Live 1, Chemist’s Manager 

' Aug 27 at 10.30 Off Bee, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Exuey, James Tuomrson, Batley, Yorks, Plumber Aug 26 

at 10.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dews- 


Forster, Nicuowas, Carlisle, Plumber Aug 26at 3 Off 
Rec, 84, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Fey, Water Groroe, Bristol, Fruiterer Aug 26 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Guapstong, Wiiitam, Brampton, Cumberland, Innkeeper 
Aug 26 at 3.30 Off Rec, 34. Fisher st, Carlisle 

Greexnaton, Joux, Batley, Yorks, Ice Cream Manufac- 
turer Aug 26 at 12.30 Of Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corpora- 
tion st, Dewsbury 

Gaecory, ALpHonso Cuar.es, Derby, Carver Aug 26 at 
11 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Hanes, Tuomas Joszru, Lozells, Birmingham, Draper 
Aug 26 at 12 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Hoang, Ewa Sornia, Faversham, Kent, Carter Aug 27 
at 9.30 Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Host, Freperick Wii.1x, Bristol, Grocer Aug 26 at 12 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Jerveny, Tom, and Harry Jzrrery, Cullercoats, North- 
umberland, Painters Aug 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, 
Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Jouty, Feaxcis Henry, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Fruiterer 
matty Se at11.15 Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Joxes, Ratpu, Avening, Glos, Publican Aug 27 at 12 Off 
Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Kisetos, Witu1am Henny, How Caple, Hereford, Labourer 
Aug 2% at3 2, Offa st, Hereford 

Lazzeri, Ce.estz, Richmond, Surrey, Restaurateur 

ie 27 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Lez, Wittiam Gzonce, Folkestone, Builder Aug 27 at 10 
, 68, le st, Canterbury 
Lioyp, Wittsam Parvez, Hereford, Builder Aug 26 at 12 
Offa st, Hereford 

Mays, Marx, Haddenham, Bucks, Poultry Farmer Aug 26 
at3 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

Maszpos, Ciemext Joux Wituiam, Teignmouth, Coal Mer- 
chant Sept 17 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 


Morean, Cnar.es, Hereford, Bak Aug 26 at 12; 5 
Offa st, Hereford Se ee 
Morcas, Marcaner, Abertillery, Mon, Grocer Aug 26 at 


12 , High st 
Netsox. Toomas Ws, Guisdey, Yorks, Grocer Aug 


%ati2 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
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On up-to-date Principles. 
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Patt, Sotomon, Edgware rd, Grocer Aug 27 at 11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Puitiport, JoseeH JENKINS, Gillingham, Dorset, Coal Mer- 
chant Aug 27 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless 
st, Salisbury 

Pickxix, Mary, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Fancy Draper Aug 
26 at 11.30 Off Rec, chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dewsbury e 

Ratsme rt, Tom, Honley, nr Huddersfield, Tobacconist Aug 
27 at 3 Off Rec, Prudential bldgs, New st. Huddersfield 

REAVELL, Francois W1t114M, Knaphill, nr Woking, Builder 
Aug 26 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Reave.y, Georce, Craven Hill gins Aug 28 at1l Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st : 

Simmons, James Henrs, Perry Barr, Staffs, Painter Aug 
27 at 11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

SowersuTts, Frank, Rugby, Fishmonger Aug 31 at 12 
Off Ree, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 

Spzicut, Ropert Witu1AM, Rotherham, Yorks, Hairdres er 
Aug 27 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Spinks, Jonn Bannert, Forest Hill, Builder Aug 27 at 
12.30 24. Railway app, London Bridge 

STALLARD, THomas, Shawley, Worcester, Baker Aug 26 at 
11 5. t 





, Cop gen st, W 

Stockton, Jonn Witi1am, Winsford, Cheshire, Mason 
Aug 28 at 10.30 Royal Hotel we 

Tayior, CHartes Laster, Middlesbrough, Grocer Aug 28 
at3 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Tuomas. Heyry Wi11aM, Porth, Glam, Stationer Aug 27 
at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Tovey, Henry, Winford, Somerset, Butcher Aug 26 at 
11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st. Bristol 

Tuxe, Heasert Henry, Lichfield, Tailor Aug 26 at 12 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Voce., Oscar, Headingley, Leeds, Florist Aug 26 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds ’ 

Westcate, Watrer, Balsham, Cambridge, Veterinary 
mee Aug 28 at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cam- 

ridge 

Witiiams, Watkin, Liansilin, Denbigh, Farm:r Aug 27 
at 2.15 Queen Hotel, Oswestry 

Woopwarp, Frepericx, Oldham, Builder Aug 28 at 12 
Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Apams, Jony Grecory, and Josrpu Apams, West Norwood, 
Butchers High Court Pet July 10 Ord Aug8 

Ameer, Wiiu1Am, Southsea, Coach Builder Portsmouth 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 

Ba.catx, Epwarp Samvurt, Hieh rd, Kilburn, Chemist 
High Court Pet July 29 Ord Aug 14 

Baxcer, Wituiam, Tent Florist Canterbury Pet 
Augll Ord Aug 11 

Barker, WILLIAM, Middlesbrough, Grocer Middlesbrough 
Pet Aug12 Ord Aug 12 

Carrer, Armisteap, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet June 27 
Ord July 25 

Caonx, Gorpox Easert, Leeds, Insurance Agent Leeds 
Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Curnsertsox, Curusert, Birkby. nr Maryport, Cumber- 
land, Farmer Workington Pet Aug14 Ord Aug 14 

Danks, Annie, Nottingham, Dressmaker Nottingham Pet 
July 17 Ord Aug 12 

Day, Tuomas, jun, Penn, nr Wolverhampton, Commercial 
Traveller Wolverhampton Pet Augi13 Ord am 13 

Epwarps, Ricsarp Picaort, Boughton, Chester, Hosier 
Chester Pet Augi5 Ord Aug 15 . 

Ex.is, Witu1am Lewis, Tylorstown, Glam, Collier Ponty- 
pridd Pet Aug14 Ord Aug 14 

Evenrny. Eventtt, Birmingham, Draper Birmingham Pet 
Aug 15 Ord Aug 15 





Fisu, Etten Marion; Sandown, I W, Lodging house Keepy 
Newport and Ryde Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 15 

Fiower-E.us, Horace TeirorD, Cleveland row, St Jame? 
High Court Pet April2i Ord Aug 14 

Garrakp, CLavveE B, Oswestry, Shropshire Wrexham Py 
July 9 Ord Aug 11 ; 

Goap, Rosert, Asby, Wes‘morland, Blacksmith Kenkd 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 3 

Greensiape, WILLIAM James, Peckhim Rye, Bas Driver 
High Court Pet Augi4 Ord Aug l4 : 

Haxcock, Tuomas WitiiAm, Brenvwood, Salesman High 
Court Pet Augi4 Ord Aug l4 

Hoare, Emma Sopata, Faversham, Kent, Carter Cante- 
bury Pet Aug8 Ord Augs8 

Jerrery, Tom, and Harry Jerrery, Cullercoats, North 
umberland, Painter Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aug d 
Ord Aug 14 : 

Jotty, Francis Henry, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Fruitee 
Ipswich Pet Augi13 Ord Aug 13 

Lazzeri, Cerveste, Richmond, Surrey, Restaurater 
Wandsworth Pet July 21 Ord Aug 18 

Littie, Joseph Wa.tace Acsert McGovern, & 
Grimsby, Engineer’s Labou'er Gt Grimsby Pé 
Aug 14 Ord Aug 14 2s 

Locker, Tom. Birmingham, Auctioneer Birmingham Pé 
Augl Ord Aug 13 : 

McLarex, Witu1am Fox, Acomb, Yorks, Builder York 
Pet July 43 Ord ang b 

Manpoy, CLement Jonny Wii114M, Teignmouth, C ‘al Me 
chant Exeter Pet Augi4 Ord Augli_ 

Mercatre, Ronert, Middlesbrough, Grocer Middlesbrough 
Pet July 15 Ord Aug 10 ; ; ; 

Norton, Gzorez James Maurice, Barking, Essex, Chim 
Dealer High Court Pet July 21 Ord Aug 15 

Price, ReginaLp, Queen Victoria st High Court Pe 
Junell Ord Aug 14 ~ 

Tuomas, Davin, Penrhiwceiber, Glam, Coal Miner Ponty- 
pridd Pet Aug13 Ord Aug 13 

Voce, Oscar, Headingley, Leeils, Florist Leeds Pet Aw 
13 Ord Aug 13 

Wituiams, Ropert, Portmadoc, Gardener Portmadoc Pe 
Augl4 Ord Aug 14 


Woops, Georce, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet July 
Ord Aug 14 ] 
Youne, ANDREW Coventry, Sir ALLAN Artur, ALBERT 


Avousting Neatsy, and Cuagtes Maccoim Haris 
Manchester, Merchants Manchester Pec Aug 15 Ov 
Aug 15 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aag. 11: 


Caane, Joun Bett, Biggleswade Bedford Pet Aug4 Ord 
Aug 7 
of ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Guy, Witi14m, Ketley Bank, Wombridge, Salop, Mine 
Madeley Adjud July 26, 1898 Anunul July 22, 1903 








Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: Solicitors’ Journal afd 
WEEKLY ReEpoRTER, in Wrapper, 53 
post-free (53 Nos. 1902-3). Soxrorrons 
JOURNAL only, 26s. 6d. ; Country, 288. 64.; 


Foreign 31s. WxRKLY REPORTER, @ 
Wrapper, 268. 6d.; Country or Foreigh 
288. 6d. : a. 
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